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А FEW GRIM NUMBERS. 


NINETY-EIGHT DETAINEES ARE KNOWN TO HAVE DIED SINCE AUGUST 2002 IN THE 
CUSTODY oF US OFFICIALS ABROAD. THE US MILITARY ITSELF CLASSIFIES 34. ОЕ 
‘THESE DEATHS AS SUSPECTED OR CONFIRMED HOMICIDES. BUT IN HALF OF ALL 
DEATHS, THE CAUSE WAS NEVER ANNOUNCED OR WAS REPORTED AS UNDETERMINED. 


AT LEAST EIGHT MEN, AND AS MANY AS I2, WERE TORTURED TO DEATH. 


IN ONLY 12 OF THE 34. ADMITTED HOMICIDES HAVE ANY MILITARY PERSONNEL OR 
US OFFICIALS BEEN PUNISHED. IN THE CASES OF DETAINEES TORTURED TO DEATH, 
ONLY HALF HAVE RESULTED IN PUNISHMENT. 


THE HARSHEST PRISON SENTENCE METED OUT TO ANYONE INVOLVED IN A 
TORTURE-RELATED DEATH? FIVE MONTHS." 


Numbers can be grim. Sometimes, however, they aren't grim enough. These 
numbers only account for the extreme cases, the exceptions — the acts of torture 
that left behind a sort of gruesome inventory. What they fail to account for are 
those acts that don't leave behind corpses or severed limbs. The sort of dubious 
interrogation tactics that we would have known nothing about if it weren't for those 
infamous photos, the ones which, years later, we have seen only a tiny subset. 


As those photos neatly demonstrated, you can do a lot to a person without leaving a 
mark. The question is, in the pursuit of your own security, and the security of your family. 
and your neighbors, how much is too much? When it comes to humiliation, discomfort, 


баара» where do you draw the line? 


FRONT COVER PHOTO: A suspected iraqi insurgent screams "Allah" while DETAINEE STATISTICS: Command's Responsibility: Detainee Deaths in U.S. 
tied down in a “humane restraint chair" at the maximum security section of | Custody in гад and Afghanistan, released this past February by Human 
the Abu Ghraib Prison, October 28, 2005. Rights First. 
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You nudge him awake with: 

He says nothing, just stands in compliance, shivering in his u o o 
orange coveralls. He puts them on. You shackle his wrists, then kle 

Heavy boots for his feet, foam plugs in his ears, a hood over his head. 

You bag his hands in layers of thick fabric, bound tightly with tape. Не says nothing, 

but his breath is uneven. 


As you push him back against a wall, you have a chair brought in for yourself. 
He stands, you Sit. after an hour, coffee is brought in for you. 
When he slumps, you ghovg him roughly back against the wall. If he slumps 


too frequently, YOU Dring your gun u 
against his ом throst Ve can He He Das up nicely. 


. On the fifth hour, while you're having your meal, he urinates 
inside of his coveralls. You can see it as it saturates the fabric. 





You turn onthe bright, artificial lights pus holding cell. 
After two hours, you turn them off again. You continue — OY, ON, OFT, ON 
— at random intervals. He asks you what time of day it is. You don’t tell him. 
Sometimes, you serye him two meals within an hour of one another. Sometimes, you wait eight hours. 
He keeps asking what time it is, what the date is, You don't tell him. 
He asks forablanker You don't give him one. 


He asks to see his family. You don’t answer. He asks to see a judge. You don't answer. 





After a few weeks, he stops asking for things, but you can still hear him talking 
— quietly — to no one in particular. 











——— 








When he refuses to eat, you put him in the restraint 
chair for force-feeding. When he throws up on himself, you make him remove his 
clothes and lay down on the concrete floor with his face in the vomit. 
When he doesn’t remain perfectly still, or when he makes any noise, 
you bring out the do S. When he tries to cover himself, 
you get the female guards to point at him, to taunt him, to straddle 
him and tell him that his mother and grandmother are whores. 
When he is uncooperative or insubordinate, you DU him on a leas 
and make him wear women’s undergarments. When he falls asleep, 
you blast him with Shatteringly loud pop music. When ne asks to goto the 
toilet, you make him wait until he messes himself, then you force him to roll around in it while 
you take pictures of him. 


.... You and your cohorts do this for twelve, 
sixteen, twenty hours at atime. 








h the fiftieth day, you have him strapped to an inclined board, 
with his feet higher then his head. YO! рија n, р im that 
b he is going to be executed. himp ETS. You lower his head 


into a tank of frigid water as he blubbers td pen SA at the restraints. 








You watch him carefully, making sure that he doesn’t drown, but getting 
him do job би тшше мшш, He passes 
out more than mce ach time, 
you revive him and then dunk him again. 
Then you do it again. Then you do it again 





He begins to confess to impossible, nonsensical plots. 
He asks fo т you to ih imas to be allowed to kill himself. 


You a neither. 


You wonder how much longer it will be until he 
gives you some real information. 





Pun 





You can do a lot to a person — 
you can utterly destroy a person — al without 


a leaving a single visible mark. Torturers have their techniques, 

and you have yours. Hooding, exploitation of phobias, 
stress positions, sensory deprivation' — you can do all of these 
things, and still you are not a torturer. 


So donot worry. You will not be held accountable. 
You will not be punished. You are not a torturer. Not according to your superiors, 
and not according to your leaders. 


But be warned: history — as well as your victims — 
may judge you more harshly. 


1 United States Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld gave formal, written approval for all of these techniques, 
along with others normally proscribed by the Army Field Manual, in a December 2002 internal memo. 
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ADBUSTERS 


I finally understand why the 
USA is under attack. I also 
understand why the usa feels the 
need to attack. The answers lie 
in the letter from Ryan Taylor 
[Adbusters #63]. The soul of 
America is ill. 
BOBBI DAHLMAN 
Toronto, Canada 


Is Britain fascist yet? Articles in 
the last two editions of Adbusters 
about fascism have really struck 
a chord with me. 

As a resident of Britain this 
question has become more and 
more pertinent to our current 
political climate. It is easy to draw 
parallels to 1930s Germany: the 
multitude of so called “terror” 
laws being passed, with their 
vague definitions of terrorist; and 
the proposed 90 days for which 
“suspected terrorists” can be held 
without charge. 

Where Hitler incited hatred 
against the Jews, we have been 
spoon-fed Islamophobia, and fear 
is a very powerful thing. Cultural 
differences are highlighted and 
paranoid delusions of faith group 
conspiracies are thrust upon us. 

So is it fascism yet? I’m unsure, 
but we are heading that way. 

DANNY VILE 
Nottingham, UK 


The anti-Israel tone of “How 
to break the Israel/Palestine 
Stalemate” [Adbusters #63] 
shocked me. How could a 
magazine that prides itself in 
“keeping it real” and always 
seeking the truth behind stories 
print such a one-sided argument? 
There are two sides to the conflict. 
Let your readers understand why 
Israel and Palestine are fighting; 
how they both believe they are 
justified in this war. 
BELINDA BANK 
Toronto, Canada 


DuAL LOYALTIES 


Far be it from me to question 

the perspicacity of former senior 
CIA officials [Kathleen and Bill 
Christison], but by publishing 

the “Dual Loyalties” article 
[Adbusters #64], your journal has 
crossed the line from anti-Israel 
polemic into anti-Semitism. 

Of course, there is a vigorous 
pro-Israel lobby in the United 
States — last I checked, the First 
Amendment right to petition the 
government has not been revoked. 
But does that mean that the 
“Iraq war was conceived in great 
measure for the benefit of Israel?" 

Dual loyalties is a serious 
charge (implying treason) that 
landed thousands of Japanese in 
US concentration camps during 
WWII. That's why responsible 
analysts exercise extreme caution 
before making it. 

One might expect an article 
like this to crop up on the website 
of some right-wing, or perhaps 
Islamic, hate group, but not in 
a "progressive" magazine. Your 
readers and the world Jewish 
community are owed an apology. 

JOSEPH FREEDMAN 
Albuquerque, USA 





I took this picture a while back during an 11 month deployment in Iraq. Here, my 
buddy and I are taking a break from rigorous WMD hunting to thank our sponsors. 
We're on top of an old administrative building suspected of being one of Saddam's 
weapons factories. If you decide to use this, could you please notify me and maybe 
send us a few copies to send to our friends? 


In response to your absurd claims 
that “the United States went to 
war against Iraq at least in part 
for the benefit of Israel," I decided 
to make a sizeable contribution 
to the American Israel Public 
Affairs Committee (arrac). It will 
help counteract the misguided 
assertions in your one-sided rant. 
Thanks for the heads up! 

STEVE SILBERBERG 

via email 


I'm tired of reading articles and 
letters ranting about the horrors 


of the Israelis against others. 

If you live in a Western nation, 
you have no ground from which 
to talk — I mean that literally. This 
land I’m sitting on was stolen. 
The entire continent of North 
America was stolen. Just about 
every European country is guilty 
of serious and nasty colonialism 
that happened not so long ago. 
Nation building is not a clean and 
neat business and there are always 
losers. Too bad. Life isn’t fair. 

NATHAN TABLEMAN 
via email 


GABE AND BEN 


CHECHNYA 


Regarding “Putin is Terrorist 
Number 1” [Adbusters #63], 

I respectfully disagree with the 
claims that Vladimir Putin is the 
person responsible for initiating 
the terror in Chechnya. 

Without justifying Mr. Putin’s 
politics, I would simply point out 
that Russia began “terrorizing” 
the Chechens long before Putin 
was born; specifically since 
1604, when Tsar Boris Godunov 
initiated Russia’s bloody quest 


for the Northern Caucasus. Since 
then, Russia has attempted to 
conquer what is now Chechnya 
under Peter the Great in 1722, 
and under Tsar Alexander 1 in 
1818, with Russia finally seizing 
control in 1859. 

During the Bolshevik 
revolution, the Chechens regained 
their independence for a short 
time, but in 1920, the Soviet 
army took over. Under Soviet 
rule, Joseph Stalin unleashed a 
brutal cycle of political repression 
in the region that culminated in 
the 1937 mass execution of some 
14,000 Chechens and their Ingush 
neighbors. On February 23, 1944, 
Stalin ordered 400,000 Chechens 
and Ingush to be deported to 
Central Asia and Siberia for 
“mass collaboration” with the 
invading Nazis. An estimated 
30 percent of the deportees died 
on their way to resettlement or 
within their first year of exile. 

On November 23, 1990, 
with separatist fervor at fever 
pitch throughout the Soviet 
Union, a Chechen National 
Congress convened and called for 
parliamentary and presidential 
elections in an attempt to 
establish an autonomous state. 

Four years later, declaring 
the need to “disarm illegal 
armed formations,” President 
Yeltsin (who was advised by 
the author of your piece, Boris 
Berezovsky) directed Russian 
troops to invade Chechnya. 
Fierce fighting broke out and an 
estimated 40,000 people — both 
military and civilians — died 
in the 1994-1996 war. More 
than 300,000 Chechens fled as 
refugees. 

This was the state of affairs in 
Chechnya when Putin entered the 
political arena. All he did was 


continue Russia's brutal centuries- 
long campaign for control over 
the Northern Caucasus. 

No doubt, Putin is no better 
than his predecessors, but 
Berezovsky’s attempt to single 
him out as the sole initiator of the 
terror in Chechnya is historically 
incorrect and simply unfair. 

ART ZARATSYAN 
Montreal, Canada 


I thought about subscribing 
to Adbusters after buying 
the Big Ideas issue, only to 
discover Christopher Hitchens 
— the drunken stooge for George 
Bush's war mania — was given a 
soapbox. Sorry, Гуе had enough 
‘Hitch’ and will go Adbusters-less 
from now on. 

Anonymous 


SPIRITUAL POLLUTION 


I think the photo montage 
accompanying the “Spiritual 
Pollution” [Adbusters #64] 
article says it all: is that a 
Muslim, Christian or Jewish 
fundamentalist flying the plane 
into the two sexed-up women? 
The real clash is between 
rational humanism and religious 
fundamentalism. It’s not between 
the West (whatever that means) 
and Islam, it’s a struggle between 
the secular and the religious; 
between reason and superstition. 
As for me, Pd pick the scientist 
over the imam (or preacher or 
priest or rabbi) any day. Га 
choose the Enlightenment instead 
of the Dark Ages. Star Trek 
instead of Little House on the 
Prairie. Sexual permissiveness 
over shame and puritanism. 
MARK HUNLDEY 
Bisbee, USA 


ADBUSTERS 


ONLINE 


WWW.ADBUSTERS.ORG 


BIG IDEAS 


Inspiring provocations found nowhere 
else, including the best selections from 
past and present issues. 


INTERVIEWS 


Adbusters exclusives with some of 
today's most radical journalists, activists | 
and thinkers. 


ACTION CENTER 


Catch up on the latest global campaigns, 
Organize, debate and discuss with like- 
minded folk in your area and on your 
campus. 


CULTURE SHOP 


Throw your support behind the 
movement through our books, posters, 
postcards, Blackspots, DVDs and more. 


SPOOF AD GALLERY 


Compendium of classic visual 
détournements. 


ANIMATION & VIDEO 


Our punchiest TV spots and interactive 
features. 


JOIN THE CULTURE JAMMERS 


AND CREATIVES AT 
WWW.ADBUSTERS.ORG 





SCOTT R. COLLINS 


THE MENTAL 
ENVIRONMENT 


James MacKinnon’s article 

on mental environmentalism 
[Adbusters #63] reminded me of 
a debate during my university 
days when a young man strongly 
opposed my criticism of US 
international affairs with the 
comment, “where else can you 
find the kind of freedom we have 
in America?” I was tempted to 
debate the validity of the things he 
thought were free (speech, press, 
etc.), or the oppression around 
the world that our ‘freedoms’ are 
responsible for. Instead, I recalled 
a childhood memory: a beautiful 
sunset over the ocean, viewed 














While working a 
I was taken to a Palestinian refugee compound in Bethlehem 
that had been recently levelled by Israeli rocket fire. All that 
remained was a debased pile of twisted steel and concrete, 

and upon the uttermost spire was a mural of the Virgin Mary, 
seemingly clutching to the remains of her enclave. While taking 
in the awe and terror of what had occurred there, I moved 
closer in to snap some more photos. Unbeknowst to me, a 
Palestinian Authority Compound lay a few hundred meters 
behind it, so some watchful sentries were eyeing my actions 
This photo was taken mor 


side photographers from a photo agency, 




















ments before my arrest at the hands 
of a very excited and loud Palestinian soldier who assumed I 
was working for Israeli Intelligence. 

Fortunately for me, the woman with me was a very angry 
young Palestinian who took no shit, and demanded the soldier 
apologize. After some tense moments, we were escorted into 
the compound, where we were served hot tea and the Regional 
Commander himself personally apologized to us. 

SCOTT R. COLLINS 
Vancouver, Canada 











CULTURAL CREATIVES 

.a growing network of artists, 
activists, writers, educators and 
entrepreneurs whose mission 
is to pull off a global mindshift 
- to change the way information 
flows, the way institutions wield 
power, the way the food, fashion, 
automobile, pharmaceutical and 
culture industries set the agenda, 
and the way in which meaning is 
produced in our society. 


JOIN US 
Join online, or send a blank email to 
<creatives@adbusters.org>. 


SUBSCRIBE TO US 

Online: <www.adbusters.org> 
Phone: +1.800.663.1243 

Mail: the card inside this issue. 


SUPPORT US 

* We need $50,000 to launch the 
premiere issue of the Spanish 
Adbusters - a mighty step towards 
becoming an international force to 
be reckoned with. 

+ We're entering some deep waters 
with our Media Carta legal action 
(see article this issue). Our lawyers 
have warned us that it may take 
many years and hundreds of 
thousands of dollars to win this 
case. Help us with our legal war 
chest - ultimate victory could be 
the catalyst that launches a world 
wide media democracy movement. 


For more information about our 
projects and campaigns, call 

Laura at 604.736.9401 or email 
<laura@adbusters.org>. 

Donate online at: <www.adbusters. 
org/information/donate>. 





with my family, tainted by a noisy 
plane, toting a big beer banner 
back and forth all afternoon. So 

I asked the young man, “what if 
your idea of freedom was to not 
be subjected to advertising and 
marketing during your day? What 
if you wanted to take the bus, or 
hike in the woods, or even go to 
your college classes without being 
exposed to billboards, video clips, 
radio ads, junk — even for just one 
day?” The whole class fell silent. 
My debate partner could only say, 
“Maybe America isn’t the place 
for you.” 

In that same issue, Mark 
Anielski’s article about China’s 
“harmonious development” left a 
serious pit in my stomach. I have 
been living in China for seven 
months. Not the slick, big-city 
China that so many tourists now 
know, but dirty, industrial, small- 
town China. I have not seen any 
living creatures since my arrival 
except for scarce and emaciated 
chickens, the dogs in cages 
awaiting to be skinned and blow 
torched in the city center, and the 
occasional pruned puppy sticking 
out of a ‘celebutante’s’ purse. I 
know there are birds because I 
can occasionally hear them, but I 
never see them. No squirrels, no 
lizards, no butterflies or moths 
... oh wait! I did see a giant rat 
my first night here. 

My mom suggests a hike to “see 
some greenery.” I respond, with 
a bitter laugh, “Mom, I haven't 
seen a tree in its natural habitat in 
six months!” Although I can find 
my way to the scarce parks in the 
area, they are more like carnivals 
with rollercoasters, paved 
sidewalks, and enough blinking 
lights to put the Dalai Lama in a 
trance. There are no nature trails 
here. As for Taoists, the only 


religious people I’ve encountered 
are Christian. 
So you can imagine my 
immediate disbelief. Don’t 
get me wrong, China may 
have a Taoist history, and 
may introduce a rebellious. 
new path of “harmonious 
development.” Independent 
farming predominates and most 
families routinely conserve 
water and energy. Many of my 
young students are aware of the 
importance of the environment. 
From my experience, however, 
China is moving towards a 
consumerist future. People 
generally throw their trash on 
the ground, they wonder why 
foreigners hike or volunteer, and 
even my students’ comments 
about the environment sound like 
practiced speeches about Mao and 
the “beauty of China.” Basically, 
even though this is the Kindgom 
of Bicycles, everyone still wants to 
buy a car. 
KENDRA SAND 
Zhuzhou, China 


I couldn’t agree more with “The 
Secret to Being as Radical as 
We Want to Be is to Finance the 
Revolution Ourselves” [Adbusters 
#64]. One thing that we are 
lacking on the antipreneur front is 
infrastructure — or at least access 
to the few allies out there who 
are willing to support and fund 
our operations. We need to figure 
out how to finance antipreneurs 
and how to create a network that 
links people with ideas to those 
with the means. Toward this 
end, I’m starting the Blackspot 
Business Consultation Group. The 
resources are out there; let’s keep 
the ball in play. 
JEDEDIAH WALLS 
South Bend, USA 















































Here’s my invention. I patented it in Canada 
but then lost it because I couldn’t afford to 
maintain the yearly cost. I have no problem 
with revealing it to you and hopefully you 
guys can get it going — the sooner the better 
for Earth’s sake. 

It’s called the “Roll-Thru.” It’s a replacement 
for the drive-thru concept used at every fast 
food joint and coffee shop, and other similar 
venues around the world, It can also be 
used at borders, or anywhere that involves 
long automobile lineups where the cars are 
left idling. 

There is no mechanical device or conveyer 
belt involved. It is as simple as this: at each 
existing drive thru, the pavement is stripped, 
and the ground re-graded to a decline of 
about seven degrees. A small, but short incline 
(about 30 degrees) is built at the beginning 
of the drive thru and it’s re-paved. Minor 
height adjustments are made for the menus 
and whatnot, and it’s done. Now, each car 
that pulls into a drive thru can drive up the 
quick incline, shift their car into neutral, turn 
the engine off, and just roll down, using their 
brake until they have picked up their order 





(the decline ends at the spot you get your 
food). Then they can turn their engines back 
on and go about their day. 

The amount of emissions saved by this 
simple idea would be incredible. I don't know 
the exact number of existing drive thrus on 
this planet, but averaging 500 customers a day 
at three minutes of idling a piece multiplied by 
the total number of drive thrus would be huge 
emissions savings. I think that an even greater 
impact would be every customer thinking to 
themselves, “Wow, this is so simple and its 
actually good for the environment!" It may 
just get our minds rewired into thinking about 
humanity a bit more. 

It would cost less than a day's sales for each 
existing restaurant to install, and it would cost 
the same as a regular drive thru to install for 
any new establishment. Man, that simple and 
that effective? Yup. 

I don't have the resources to take it any 
further. Please help my little brainchild get 
some exposure to the world and maybe 
someday soon we can all roll together. 

REZA CELIK 
Ilderton, Canada 





I bought a $9 issue of Adbusters 
today. It’s so glossy and colorful. 
It looks like it took a lot of oil 
to publish this “information.” 
I guess you're doing this and 
sacrificing your morality to appeal 
to people just like Maxim or 
Vogue does. A “big idea” of 2006 
might be to cure this flaw in 
your armor. 

BRAD STAPELFELDT 

Middlebury, USA 


Adbusters is a really interesting 
magazine, but my one criticism 
would be that most of the images 
of people in it are slim, skinny 


Have you guys seen this yet? 
There’s a new company that 
puts ads on the lines that 
mark the stalls in parking 
lots. They’re already doing it 
at a bunch of Home Depots 
in the States, Check it out at 





and in good shape. You should 
include people of a larger size 
in order to be more inclusive. 
Nowadays there are more and 
more overweight people who I 
think get offended when their 
favorite magazine excludes them. 
CHRISTIAN TAMAYO 
via email 


I've been really happy with my 
Blackspot sneakers — which have 
been through a lot - and I want 
to share one incident in particular 
that has made me the ultimate 
Blackspot supporter. 

As I was biking home one 


parkingstripe.com. 


MALORY QUYEN 
Skookumchuck, Canada 


day, one of my shoes fell off 
because it wasn’t tied properly. 
But I couldn’t just stop and get it 
because I was on a major street 
and the traffic was flying by. So 
I stood helpless on the sidewalk, 
both laughing and crying as I 
watched my shoe get run over by 
several cars, a few vans, and a bus 
before I was able to rescue it. I 
was sure I would never be able to 
wear my beloved Blackspots ever 
again, but to my surprise, the shoe 
survived the ordeal undamaged. 
Thanks. 
KELSEY WILSON 
Fredericton, Canada 





4/59 CONFLICT RESOLUTION 
‘An exploration of conflict 
contrasting the clenched fist 
with the open hand. 


#60 THE MEDIA LITERACY ISSUE 
Teachers can order single or 

bulk copies of this special 

issue at a discount rate. 

Email <laura@adbusters.org>. 


#61 ART FART 

Along, cold look at the shifting 
fortunes of art and commerce in 
a post-Warhol universe. 


Гуе noticed that most people 
leave the water running full blast 
while they brush their teeth. As 
an experiment, I did likewise, 
but I left the plug in the sink. In 
an average quick brush of less 
than a minute, the sink filled up 
with four liters of water. This 
means that if you brush twice a 
day, you'll needlessly waste about 
3,000 liters a year. So instead, 
simply wet your toothbrush, 
brush away, and then turn on the 
tap for a final rinse and you've 
done a small part to change the 
world. 

You should have a section in 
your magazine documenting 
these small actions as info-bytes 
that could change the world one 
person at a time. 

ADAM LEVERETT 
Toronto, Canada 


Buy Nothing Day is a fine idea, 
but a few folks here in Sonoma, 
California have decided to buy 
nothing on the same day every 
week. We chose Thursday - the 
day of the Bush inauguration — as 
a weekly non-shopping day. We 





#63 BIG IDEAS 2006 

Asurvey of the cultural, political, 
technological and environmental 
shifts to watch out for this year. 


call it Nor (Never On Thursday). 
We don't have a web site, but we 
would like to spread the message, 
especially in terms of shopping at 
local businesses rather than chain 
stores. We are especially careful 
not to buy gas on Thursdays. Feel 
free to join. 

PATRICIA SPICER 

Glen Ellen, USA 


I agree with Robert Redford 
[Adbusters #64] that we should 
pull things down to a manageable 
scale instead of dwelling on the 
big picture: “Let’s bring it home, 
right down into our communities. 
If each family and community 
addresses the situation with 
available situations . . . together, 
we can solve this problem.” 
PARKER STRICKLAND 
San Leandro, USA 


LETTERS 
EMAIL: editor@adbusters.org 
FAX: 604.737.6021 
MAIL: 1243 West 7th Avenue 
Vancouver BC, Canada убн тву 
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#64 SPIRITUAL POLLUTION 
Dual loyalties; coming of age 
with androids; a new model for 
non-profits. 


WANTED: 


INTERNATIONAL 
CORRESPONDENTS 


To increase our on-the- 
ground coverage of global 
issues in 2006, Adbusters 
is recruiting freelance 
correspondents from key 
locations across Africa, Asia, 
Europe, and South America 
If you're an experienced 
wordsmith with a thirst for 
unreported global stories, 
we want to hear from you 


Send resumés, cover letters 
and samples of your work to 
<editor@adbusters.org>. 





THREE PAINLESS WAYS 
TO SUBSCRIBE: 


* ONLINE at <adbusters.org>. 

* CALL toll-free: 
1.800.663.1243 (North America) 
or 604.736.9401. 


* MAIL the postage-paid card 
inside this issue. 


BACK ISSUES: $10 each, or $3 
each for bulk classroom use. 


ШАШ 





Swept away by our emotions; trapped in binary, 
reductive logical structures; and lost in the rising tide 
of “as it happens” events and politics, it has become 
impossible for us to see, to understand or even to 
hear the Other. 


—Tariq Ramadan 


BOYD WEBB. 


CULT OF THE DEAD COW <CULTDEADCOW.COM> 


THE GOOD, THE BAD AND THE GOOGLE 


“DON’T BE EVIL.” IT’S BEEN GOOGLE’S INFORMAL 
corporate motto for years; and for the most part, 
people have been willing to take it at its word. 

In January, things changed. Google announced 
that the new Chinese version of its site, Google.cn, 
would comply with Beijing policy by removing 
politically sensitive websites from search results. 
Just like that, the company that is thought of by so 
many as the very embodiment of the information- 
wants-to-be-free ethic found itself widely accused 
of abetting the suppression of political dissent. 
Defending its actions in an official statement, Google 
pointed to the fact that its existing sites are already 
subject to silent filtering by the Chinese government, 
resulting in sluggish 
response times and 
service blackouts. 

Complying with 

Beijing’s demands, 

the company argued 

optimistically, would 

not only improve user 

access, but would 

also allow Google to 

introduce a measure of transparency by notifying 
users whenever search results are removed. 

That’s the theory. Unsurprisingly, everything 
gets a little murkier in practice. In the months 
since the launch of Google.cn, Adbusters has been 
intermittently returning to the site to test out a few 
of China’s most troublesome bugaboos. Filtering 
is usually obvious. A text search for “Taiwan 
Independence” was met with about 210,000 results 
in mid-March; on Google.com, the results numbered 
over 12,000,000. “Free Tibet” scored 19,600,000 on 
Google.com, but a paltry 170,000 on Google.cn. 

But, while the results on Google.cn were heavily 
weighted in favour of the government's official 
stance, dissenting voices were by no means 
completely excluded; on a few attempts, image and 
text searches brought back apparently unfiltered 
results, with pro-independence opinions dominating, 


only to revert back to filtered results minutes later. 

There’s no telling what accounts for the 
inconsistent filtering, (technical glitches? Deliberate 
sedition on the part of Google?) What is clear, 
unfortunately, is the company’s failure to follow 
through on its promise to include filtering 
notification, with neither “Taiwan Independence” 
nor “Free Tibet” warranting any comment. Only 
when we pushed one of Beijing’s tenderest buttons, 
“Tiananmen Square Massacre" - 315 page results, o 
images — did the following appear, in Chinese, tucked 
rather discreetly at the bottom of the page: “In 
accordance with local laws, regulations, and policies, 
a portion of the search results are not shown.” 

It is with a certain 
degree of irony, then, 
that Google has taken 
a completely different 
tack in response to the 
recent US Department 
of Justice request that 
the company fork 
over search query 
data along with every 

URL in its index. Not only did Google say no, it 

said no in a 25-page court document asserting that 
the government has no right to ask. While Google's 
refusal has to do, at least in part, with a desire not 
to reveal proprietary information about its search 
algorithms, the move has been lauded by privacy 
advocates like the American Civil Liberties Union for 
sending the message that government cannot have 
free access to private data just because it it deems 

it necessary. 

These dealings with Beijing and Washington are 
painting a more complex picture of Google than 
internet users have grown accustomed to seeing. And 
the lesson for Google itself is pretty clear: sometimes, 
it's not so easy to avoid being evil, especially for a 
behemoth. Let's all cross our fingers that it doesn’t 
stop trying. 

Clayton Dach 





LINE OTOXINS 





In the past week, I’ve seen two disturbing ads on TV. 
Home Depot has an ad inciting people to toss power 
tools into the garbage so that they can buy a new 
line of cordless tools. It was disgusting — sanders and 
drills being thrown into piles on front lawns, and 
then a shot of a clean, organized workshop with all 


new tools. 


Kia has an ad showing a family discretely pushing 
their old van off a cliff so that they can go buy a new 
one. A view of a plateau over a magnificent valley, 
then the image of a van falling into the abyss as 


garbage. It almost made me cry. 


KARIANN 








This ad by Italian clothing label Diesel 
reads like an intriguingly stupid Sphinx's 
riddle: who can escape from mediocrity 
by dressing head-to-toe in the latest 
mass-market fashion? Here's a hint: 
the answer is “nobody.” 


AARUP 
via email 


The old standard advertising formula — building awareness, interest, desire, and action 

= is suddenly obsolete. Now, marketers are aiming straight for the brain, Neuromarketing 
is advertising's new frontier, and companies are wasting no time adopting medical brain- 
scanning technology to key in to what drives the consumer mind. 

In February, functional magnetic resonance imaging (fMRI) was used to measure brain 
responses to this year's Super Bowl ads, a first-ever attempt at so-called "instant science," that 
was jointly coordinated by UCLA researchers and FKF Applied Research, a private firm. Some 
of the ads were declared big winners, lighting up key emotional centers in the brain, but many 
others flopped, instigating little emotional reaction. At $2.5 million for a 30-second spot, some 
of the brandmasters were undoubtedly a little bit sore that they didn't get a better return on 
their investment. Next time they mount a million-dollar campaign, they'll make sure to subject 
the ad to the fMRI test first. And before long, every ad on television will be systematically fine- 
tuned to penetrate the deepest reaches of the emotional centers of our brains. 


ADVERTISING’S SILVER BULLET 


YOU'RE WALKING DOWN THE STREET AND YOUR 
phone rings. But instead of a chatty friend, you get a 
pre-recorded message: “Hey, it’s 7 am and there’s a 
Starbucks just around the corner! Watch this TV spot 
and we'll give you a discount on a steamin’-hot cup 
of coffee!" 

Brace yourself for the next stage in commercial 
messaging: ads delivered straight into your ear, no 
matter where you are, with pin-point precision for 
what you want. Marketers are calling cell phone 
ads the “silver bullet” of advertising because global- 
positioning technologies can get the message to you 


David Leibl 


at precisely the moment you're most likely to spend, 
as opposed to when you're at home lounging on the 
couch. Indeed, the humble telephone is usurping 
the television as the key channel of information 
distribution. It is becoming the preferred site around 
which all other devices will converge, replacing not 
only land lines and televisions but also cameras, 
personal computers, portable music players — 
even credit cards and pocket change. 

The age of TV is waning. Get ready fo the age of 
the cell phone. 








BY SOME COUNTS, EACH ONE OF US SWALLOWS UP TO 3,000 MARKETING MESSAGES EVERY DAY. THAT'S A 
LOT OF EMPTY CALORIES FOR ONE BRAIN TO DIGEST. MAYBE IT'S NO COINCIDENCE THAT THE WORLD HEALTH 
ORGANIZATION HAS BEEN CLAMORING TO WARN US ABOUT TWO EPIDEMICS SIMULTANEOUSLY STRIKING 
THE DEVELOPED WORLD: AN OBESITY EPIDEMIC, AND A MENTAL ILLNESS EPIDEMIC. 


WE'RE CONSTANTLY MAKING CHOICES FOR ENJOYMENT AND CONVENIENCE. BUT WHAT ABOUT TO PROTECT OUR 
MENTAL HEALTH? TO MAINTAIN AN ACCURATE, OPEN WORLD-VIEW? OR TO PRESERVE OUR CLARITY OF MIND? 


MAYBE IT'S TIME TO GO ON A MEDIA DIET. 


WWW.ADBUSTERS.ORG 


Join the movement at the Cultural Creatives Action Center 
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Demonstrated rapid and lasting 


* Reduced physical and psychological symptoms of 
Generalized Anxiety Disorder as soon as week 1?°* 


EFFEXOR” XR is indicated for the symptomatic relief of anxiety 
causing clinically significant distress in patients with Generalized 


severe agitation-type adverse events coupled with self- 
harm or harm to others. The agitation-type events includ 


Anxiety Disorder. Its long-term effe аз been evaluated 
for up to 6 months. The physician м ts to use EFFEXOR XR. 
for extended periods should periodically reevaluate the long-term 
usefulness of the drug for the individual patient. 


EFFEXOR XR is not indicated for use in children under 18 
years of age. Use of SSRIs and other newer antidepressant 
‘drugs in patients under the age of 18 may be associated 

behavioural and emotional changes, including an increased 
risk of suicidal ideation and behaviour over that of placebo.’ 


There are clinical trials and post- 
marketing reports with SSRIs 
and other newer antidepressants, 
in both pediatrics and adults, of 





akathisia, agitation, disinhibition, emotional lability, hos- 
tility, aggression, and depersonalization. In some cases, the 
events occurred within several weeks of starting treatment.’ 


Rigourous clinical monitoring for suicidal ideation or other 
indicators of potential for suicidal behaviour is advised in 


patients of all ages. This includes monito 
type emotional and behavioural change: 


g for agitation- 


Patients currently taking EFFEXOR XR should NOT be 
discontinued abruptly due to risk of discontinuation symp- 
toms; rather, a gradual reduction in dosage should be used." 


Postmarketing reports indicate that some neonates exposed to 
EFFEXOR XR, SSRIs, or other newer antidepressants late in 


Canadian Family Physician, June 2005 


ащ» could comfort foods be causing our Wl sicepiess nights caused by trying to live the American dream 


mental distress? resulted in a record 42 million sleeping pill prescriptions being filled 

Two recent UK studies have linked somersaulting last year. 
mental illness rates to changes in eating habits over According to IMS Health, demand rose 60 percent in the last five 
the past 50 years, and particular, to the low intake. years, partly due to a new wave of advertising promising sweet dreams 
of essential fats and antioxidants in our modern with minimal side effects through new drugs like Ambien and Lunesta. 
industrialized diets. Although some experts regard insomnia as a symptom of our 

Fresh produce consumption has plummeted mentally overwrought but physically under-stimulated society, others 
34 percent in 60 years, the vegetables we do eat, worry about over-prescription without regard to the root causes of 
grown on exhausted soils, have reduced levels of sleeplessness, implications of long-term use and the known, if rare, side 
nutrients, and industrial farming techniques have effects such as sleep walking, amnesia and - we're not making this up 
fundamentally altered the biochemistry of animals — sleep driving. 
we consume. Chickens reach slaughter weight Steven Wells, a lawyer from Buffalo, stopped taking Ambien within a 
twice as fast as they did 30 years ago, but must month after repeatedly waking up to find he had raided his refrigerator 
haul around carcasses containing 22 percent fat, and, in one incident, ripped a towel rack out of a wall - all without any 
instead of two, to do so. recollection the next day. 

Perhaps then, the only surprise in "Clearly there's a significant increase in 
January's reports from the Mental Health people who report insomnia and, from 
Foundation and Sustain was that it my perspective that's the result of 
took so long to spot the dietary link our modern-day lifestyle," Harvard 
to modern mental woes of ADHD, psychologist Dr. Gregg D. Jacobs. 
Alzheimer's, schizophrenia and ^ told the New York Times, although 
exponentially increasing rates of he also warned that it was a 
depression in every generation perception that drug makers. 
since the Second World War. were clearly trying to exploit. 


But there is a ray of hope, as 
the Mental Health Foundation 
chief executive Andrew 
McCulloch points out, "It costs 
£1,000 ($1,750) a week to keep. 
someone in a psychiatric hospital. 
How much does good food cost?" 


US drug makers spent $298 
million in the first 11 months 
of 2005 targeting the sleep- 

deprived who are struggling to 
find the off-switch, four times 
more than their entire ad budgets 
for 2004. 





I have decided to pursue a life of academic activism and am majoring 
in International Development at university. But I can't seem to shake 
this focusing problem I have. I’m doing alright, holding an 85 percent 
average, but wonder how much more I could learn if I wasn't afflicted 
with ADHD. I'm in a state of constant mental block and weary of 
prescription drugs, but no amount of healthy living seems to help. 
I am proud of you for standing up against doctors who over-medicate 
and drug companies who under-test, but how about offering some 
natural alternatives? 
PAUL 
Peterborough, Canada 
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HEY TEACH ~ Inspire your students to break out of the media- 
consumer france! Adbusters’ Media Empowerment Kit will 





help your students jump over the great divide between passive 
consumption and the empowered production of meaning. 


features 45 modular lessons, including personal challenges, 











AVAILABLE NOW! 





Idbusters special media literacy issue: 


CDI 125.0! ii * 2006 Spoof Ad Calendar 


ORDER ONLINE: www.adbusters.org * DVD chock full of still images and video clips 
“The Game of Life” 
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TEN YEARS OF ACTIVISM Pays DIVIDENDS 


WAISTLINES EVERYWHERE ARE 
expanding as Western fast food 
culture extends its reach to the 
Third World, where dining on 
burgers ’n fries is often considered 
a barometer of fiscal achievement. 
And because poor eating habits 
generally begin in childhood, 

the World Health Organization 

is urging governments to clamp 
down on ads for “sugar-rich 
items” aimed at impressionable 
youngsters and to consider 
slapping heavy taxes on 

such foods. 

Going up against food 
corporations that are intentionally 
endangering the health of children 
is no easy task, but a decade 
of battling is starting to pay 
off, Here are some of the latest 
developments from the frontlines. 


IN THE UNITED STATES 
The Good News: In the face 
of federal inaction, some of the 
larger and more progressive 
states are taking matters into 
their own hands. Arnold 
Schwarzenegger recently signed 
legislation to ban soft drinks and 
other junk food from high schools 
in an attempt to “terminate 
obesity in California once and 
for all.” The new laws extend a 
ban already in place at primary 
schools. New York, which has the 
largest state-school system in 
the US, has followed suit with 
similar legislation taking effect 
next September. 
The Bad News: Nearly half 
of American children will be 
overweight by 2010. According to 
the US Surgeon General, the long- 
term health problems posed by its 
progressively pudgier populace 
“will dwarf 9/11 or any other 


terrorist attempt.” Meanwhile, 
the Federal Trade Commission 
decided last year that the food 
industry should simply police 
itself rather than have the federal 
government create new laws 
regarding selling or marketing 
crap to kids. 


IN FRANCE 
The Good News: A new law 
requires food marketers to either 

add a health message to ads for 
any manufactured product or pay 
a tax equivalent to 1.5 percent 
of their annual ad budget to a 
national institute promoting 
healthier living. 

The Bad News: While 
the country’s large Muslim 
population has traditionally 
eschewed Western fast food, 
those days may be numbered 
after the successful launch of 
the first “Beurger King Muslim” 
restaurant (the name plays on the 
French word “Beur,” meaning a 
second-generation North African 
immigrant) in the Parisian suburb 
of Clichy-sous-Bois. While the 
burgers are halal — made with 





meat slaughtered according to 
Islamic dietary laws — the menu is 
standard unhealthy fast food fare. 


IN THE UNITED KINGDOM 

The Good News: The British 
government's Education Secretary, 
Ruth Kelly, recently announced 
that “from next September no 
schools will be able to have 
vending machines selling crisps, 
chocolate and fizzy drinks" and 
promised £220 million to improve 
school food. 

The Bad News: The School 
Food Trust created to make the 
changes doesn't have a single 
nutritionist on board and is 
made up almost entirely of the 
very organizations previously 
responsible for serving up food 
condemned as *a scandal" 
by Kelly herself. And the 
recommended changes are 
estimated to cost £486 million, 
over twice the allocated budget. 
Currently one in seven British 
children is considered obese and 
over half suffer from tooth decay. 

Andrew Fleming 





van) one has the right lo freedom of opinion and expression; 
this right inc Ludos freedom lo hold opinions without 


interference and lo adeb, receive and impart information 


^f 
and ideas through any media and regardless of frontier 





— Universal Declaration of Human Rights Article 19 


THE MEDIA CARTA LEGAL BATTLE: 
BACK ON TRACK 


FOR YEARS, THE ADBUSTERS MEDIA FOUNDATION 
struggled to buy television airtime for its no-holds- 
barred series of anti-consumption, pro-restraint 
campaign spots. When the network reps were feeling 
generous, they would impatiently explain that they 


don't run any advocacy ads (not true), 
or that our spots are inimical to their 
business model (unbridled consumption). 
More often than not, they would decline 
to give us any reason whatsoever (the big 
business equivalent of “because I said 
so”). And the rejections kept rolling in. 
Finally, in 2004, we decided that 
we'd had enough — enough of media 
conglomerates arbitrarily deciding 
what ideas can be broadcast over the 
public airwaves, enough of unfettered 
commercial access to those same 
airwaves, and enough of the government’s 


inaction allowing it all to continue. We hired an 
expert lawyer and filed a lawsuit against a few 


of Canada’s biggest media barons. 
Things did not initially go as planned. 


Soon after filing, one of the defendants – CanWest 











Global Communications, Canada’s largest 
international media corporation — argued that 

our lawyer had a conflict of interest. And so we 
abruptly found ourselves back to square one: finding 
a new lawyer. 

That was several months ago. Since 
then, after a great deal of footwork, 
things have taken a promising turn. 
Adbusters has been fortunate enough 
to get access to the consulting expertise 
of Joel Bakan, University of British 
Columbia professor of law and 
screenwriter of the acclaimed, multi- 


JOEL BAKAN, award-winning documentary The 
SCREENWRITER OF THE Corporation, as well as author of 
CORPORATION АМО the book by the same name. Bakan's 
MEDIA CARTA STRATEGY command of constitutional law and 
CONSULTANT. social justice issues is combining with 


the expertise of our new legal team at 
Bull, Housser & Tupper 11р, led by Craig Jones, 
a Vancouver-based lawyer who has written two 
books on the use of lawsuits to regulate corporate 
wrongdoing, Theory of Class Actions and The Law 
of Large Scale Claims. 


Jones comes by his free speech credentials 
honestly: aside from being a long-time member 
(and two-term president) of the British Columbia 
Civil Liberties Association, he entered the media 
spotlight while still a university student when he 


was arrested for demonstrating against 
the кСмр crackdown on protests during 
the 1997 APEC Summit. He was one of a 
handful of students who pressed for an 
official inquiry into the scandal over the 
violation of civil rights at the hands of 
law enforcement. Since that time, Jones 
has served as a member of his firm's 
tobacco litigation team, representing 
the province of British Columbia in 

its health care costs recovery action 
against Canada’s largest tobacco 
companies, in addition to working 

as counsel to the City of Vancouver's 
Electoral Reform Commission. 


When it comes to characterizing the significance 
of this lawsuit for the Canadian media landscape, 
Jones doesn’t mince words, “The case will determine 
whether Canadians have any constitutional rights to 


access the most powerful communications medium 
of our age. It will decide whether the custodians 

of that public resource - the government and the 
corporations it licenses to broadcast — have any 
obligation to allow smaller voices, dissenting voices, 
to be heard on the airwaves. We say they 
do have that obligation, and we’re going 
to prove it in court.” 

If you live in a country where 
regulations regarding media cross- 
ownership have not yet been gutted, 
it may be difficult to fully appreciate 
the stranglehold in which Canadians 
have found themselves. Largely as 
a result of the federal government’s 
decision in the late 19905 to relax cross- 
ownership limits, five corporations 
— CanWest Global Communications, Bell 
Canada Enterprises, Quebecor, Rogers 
Communications and Shaw Communications — now 
own just about everything. A look at the holdings 
of a single one of these companies in a single urban 
market is enough to prove the point. 

In Vancouver, where the Adbusters Media 








VANCOUVER-BASED 
LAWYER CRAIG 
JONES HEADS UP 
THE LEGAL TEAM 
FOR OUR CASE. 





ADBUSTERS AND CLAYTON RuBY 


Your choice of lawyer can either save 
your skin or break your back. 

When we first launched our case 
against the Canadian media giants back 
in 2004, Adbusters hired civil rights and 
constitutional law specialist Clayton 
Ruby, perhaps the highest-profile, most 

influential lawyer in the country. His rate was a daunting 
$500 per hour, but he was the best in the land, and he 
suggested that the job could be done without too much 
financial burden. 

One week after filing the case, and $70,000 later, it 
was revealed that Ruby had a possible conflict of interest 
stemming from an outstanding case for CanWest's flagship 
newspaper, the National Post. On the basis of this conflict 
about which Ruby had given us no warning, CanWest moved 
to have the case dismissed. 

Ruby presented us with three options: 

OPTION #1: Fight CanWest's conflict-of-interest claim, 
which is arguable and possibly winnable. This would 
delay the real case for months, perhaps even years if 
CanWest decides to play hardball. But the legal costs 
would amount to tens of thousands of dollars, paid by 
Adbusters as a part of the overall case. 

OPTION #2: Drop CanWest and proceed against the 
other defendants. Ruby pushed very hard for this 
option, arguing that we would lose nothing from a 

legal perspective Бу dropping CanWest. But dropping 
Canada's biggest, most powerful, most notorious media 
corporation went against the very principles that led us 
to launch this legal challenge in the first place. 

OPTION #3: Keep CanWest and find another lawyer. 

We chose option 43, which was not nearly as easy as 
it sounds. Megacorporations have their fingers in a lot of 
pies, so we had to approach half a dozen top media lawyers 
before we could find one that didn't also have a possible 
conflict. In the meantime, the backbreaking costs continued 
to mount. 

Ruby refused to foot any of the bill, or reimburse us for 
what we had already paid him. For months, he ignored 
letters and phone calls. We complained to the Law Society of 
Upper Canada, where it turns out that Ruby sits on the Ethics} 
Committee. As a result, we were forced to launch another 
suit against him to get some of the money back. 

All of this messy business could have derailed us. But it 
didn’t, and now we're chomping at the bit to move forward 
with this historic attempt to throw open the airwaves. 

Kalle Laso] 





Foundation is based, CanWest owns both of the two 
major dailies: the right-wing, tabloid-style Province 
and the more reputable but no less conservative 
/ancouver Sun. CanWest also owns the National 
Post, the more conservative of Canada's two 
conservative, English-language national dailies. 
Of the city's three advertising-supported, free 
commuter dailies (all launched in 2005), CanWest 
has full or partial ownership of two of them: 
Dose and Metro Vancouver. According to Donald 
Gutstein, professor of communications at Simon 
Fraser University, CanWest properties account for 
a staggering 90 percent of the daily-newspaper 
circulation in Greater Vancouver. 

But an inventory of CanWest holdings hardly 
begins and ends with daily newspapers. The 
company also owns a dozen or so community 
newspapers across the region, as well as Global 
Television, a national broadcast TV network that 
reaches 94 percent of English-speaking Canada. 
Then there’s CanWest’s network of regional “CH” 
television stations, its eight speciality cable channels, 
its numerous other major Canadian newspapers, its 
radio stations, its book publishing activities and its 
assorted media properties in Ireland, New Zealand 
and Australia. 

The most terrifying part? Every last bit of it is 
controlled by one family in Winnipeg. 

With so much power to influence hearts and minds 
concentrated in the hands of so few, the urgency of 
the situation is clear. If ever a case like this is going to 
hit the Canadian legal system, now is most definitely 
the moment. “This might sound grandiose,” adds 
Jones, “but I think that the Adbusters litigation 
might be the most important Canadian free speech 
case of the new century. It’s also going to be a lot 
of fun.” 








SEE THE CAMPAIGN SPOTS. 
HEAR THE REJECTIONS. 


SIGN THE MEDIA CARTA. 


WWW.MEDIACARTA.ORG 


AFTER 50 YEARS OF MEDIA ACTIVISM, 
Wuat WILL Ir ТАКЕ To BREAK THROUGH? 
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THE CULTURAL ENVIRONMENTAL MOVEMENT LOST 
one of its most illustrious pioneers this past winter 
when George Gerbner died at his home on Christmas 
Eve. His passing was cause for reflection here at 
Adbusters, as we remembered back to a decade and 
a half ago, when we were a fledgling, little-known 
magazine trying to make our mark, and Gerbner first 
contacted us to ask how he could be of service. His 
eagerness to contribute to Adbusters gave us a boost 
that helped send us on our way, and we - along with 
so many others working in media literacy and media 
activism — will miss him. 

Gerbner developed an appreciation for the value 
of cultural expressions at a young age. Growing up 
in pre-World War II Hungary, he spent his summers 
living in villages with peasants, learning their culture 
and language, collecting folk songs and folktales. 

He was also deeply affected by the rise of fascism in 
Europe and experienced first hand how the stories 
told by a government to its people can turn one 
group against another. 

When he immigrated to the US in 1940, Gerbner 
brought with him his interest in storytelling and 
decided not just to study mass communications, 
but also to influence public policy and educate 
individuals about its effects on society. He entered 
academia and created the Cultural Indicators project 
to analyze the effects of television violence on society. 
This systematic, long-running study documented 
both the quantity of violence on prime-time television 
and the way that violence was portrayed. Gerbner’s 
findings led him to coin the term “mean world 





syndrome” - the perception based on media violence 
that the world is a dangerous and unforgiving place. 
In 1981, he told a Congressional subcommittee 

on communications, “Fearful people are more 
dependent, more easily manipulated and controlled, 
more susceptible to deceptively simple, strong tough 
measures and hard-line postures. They may accept 
and even welcome repression if it promises to relieve 
their insecurities. That is the deeper problem of 
violence-laden television.” 

After three decades at the University of 
Pennsylvania he retired in 1990 to found the 
Cultural Environment Movement, an advocacy 
group demanding more media diversity. Gerbner 
understood better than most that whoever “tells 
the stories of a culture really governs human 
behavior. It used to be the parent, the school, the 
church, the community. Now it’s a handful of global 
conglomerates that have nothing to tell, but a great 
deal to sell.” 

As his son John noted at his graveside service, 
Gerbner likened himself to the environmentalist 
Rachel Carson — warning the world about the 
effects of a cultural environment that was controlled 
by a few commercial, military and global forces. 

He understood that he was going up against very 
powerful interests, but he was not easily discouraged, 
and John summed up his father’s life by citing one 
of George’s favorite quotes: “Here’s to the success of 
the impossible.” 

Staff 








Nature never did betray 
The Heart that Loved her. 
— William Wordsworth 
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EARTH'S CLIMATE IS NEAR TIPPING POINT 


THE EARTH'S TEMPERATURE, WITH THE RAPID GLOBAL 


the peak level of the Holocene, a period of relatively 
stable climate that has existed for more than 10,000 
years. Further warming of more than 1° Celsius 

will make the Earth warmer than it has been in a 
million years. 

“Business-as-usual” scenarios, with fossil fuel 
CO, emissions continuing to increase at 2 percent 
per year as in the past decade, will yield additional 
warming of 2° or 3° this century. Such a drastic 
increase would imply changes that constitute 
practically a different planet. 

The Earth’s climate is nearing, but has not passed, 
a tipping point, beyond which it will be impossible 
to avoid climate change with far-ranging undesirable 
consequences, The changes include not only loss of 
the Arctic as we know it, with all that implies for 
wildlife and indigenous peoples, but losses on a much 
vaster scale due to worldwide rising seas. 

Sea levels will increase slowly at first, as losses 
at the fringes of Greenland and Antarctica due to 
accelerating ice streams are nearly balanced by 
increased snowfall and ice sheet thickening in the ice 
sheet interiors. But as Greenland and West Antarctic 
ice is softened and lubricated by melt-water, and as 
buttressing ice shelves disappear due to a warming 
ocean, the balance will tip toward ice loss, thus 
causing rapid ice sheet disintegration. 

The Earth’s history suggests that with warming of 
2° to 3°, the new equilibrium sea level will include 
not only most of the ice from Greenland and West 
Antarctica, but a portion of East Antarctica, raising 
sea level 25 meters (80 feet). Within a century, 
coastal dwellers will be faced with irregular flooding 
associated with storms. They will have to continually 
rebuild above a transient water level. 

This grim scenario can be halted if the growth 
of greenhouse gas emissions is slowed in the first 
quarter of this century. The goal of keeping further 
global warming under 1° requires two things: 
first, flattening out and then decreasing the rate 
of growth of CO, emissions, primarily through 
improvements in energy efficiency, and, second, 

















says James Hansen 


¿ an absolute decrease in emissions of non-CO, gases 
warming of the past 30 years, is now passing through : 


that also affect warming, particularly methane and 


carbon monoxide. 


Is action on this front possible given our desire for 
continued growth? In the long run, satisfying energy 


1 needs while decreasing CO, emissions will require 
1 development of renewable energies, sequestration of 
: CO, produced at power plants, and perhaps a new 


generation of nuclear power. But a flattening out of 


і emissions can be achieved now with improved energy 
i efficiency. It is important that the United States, as a 
і technology leader and as the largest producer of CO, 


in the world, take a leadership role. 
In general, industrial emissions of CO, are 


t declining. The two problems are emissions from 
і power plants and emissions from vehicles. The 


solution in both cases depends critically on efficiency. 
With power plants, we need to avoid building a 

fossil fuel power plant infrastructure unless and until 
sequestration is a reality. For vehicles, efficiency is 
critical because of the rapidly growing global number 
of vehicles. It is false to say that hydrogen technology 


t will solve this in the future. It takes energy to 
| make hydrogen. Efficiency will always be needed. 


By achieving it now, we could readily get onto an 
alternative scenario track. 

In the US, even though the number of vehicles on 
the road increases every year, we could get off the 
path of increasing emissions by accepting even the 
moderate recommendations that call for phasing in 
improvements in efficiency that would amount to 


i about 30 percent by 2030. This would be based on 
i available technology, and it gives the automakers 
i ample time to phase it in. 


As a technical matter, halting the rise of global 
temperature to below 1° is totally within reach. 
Everything now depends on an informed public 
to bolster the political will of leaders across this 
warming globe. 


James Hansen is the director of the Nasa Goddard 
Institute for Space Studies. These comments were 
adapted from a December 2005 presentation given to 


1 the American Geophysical Union. 


For thousands of generations, we humans 
were a part of nature, we were nature. 


Then came the beginning of our divergence: 


the digging of wells and mines, the 
damming and channelling of rivers, the 
draining of swamps. Our barely perceptible 
footprint grew deeper, larger, more clearly 
delineated – like a field instead of a 
meadow, a road instead of a path. 





The richest and most accessible mineral 
deposits are exhausted; old-growth forest 
have been cleared; oil secrets itself away 
deeper and deeper into the Earth's darkness, 
Fish stocks decline. Potable water proves 
itself an ever-more-costly commodity. 
The technology that we've relied on to 
make our lives more comfortable begins 
to degrade them. 
















The spread of agriculture and the industrial 
revolution brings plenitude and population. 
Nature remains abundant, but cities, 





freeways, airports and industrial parks 
bring a kind of landscape the world has 
never known. 

















We find ourselves here, the age of diminishing 
returns. Environmental cleanups; expensive 
industrial scrubbers and waste treatment plants; 
long-term storage for dangerous, indestructible 
wastes — all become needed to sustain a growing 
economy. Competition for resources becomes 
fevered, spawning discord and outright conflict. 
Medical costs bloat as quality of life shrivels. 
We have been issued the warnings — collapsed 
fisheries, erratic weather, cancer epidemics. 
The planet is in cataclysmic distress. 





We completely reinvent the dominant industrial, 
transportation, nutritional, and communications 
paradigms. We rehabilitate consumer culture, 
establishing a level playing field for living and 
future generations. A new reality - humanity, 
and the world on which it depends, is sustained. 














The existing paradigms continue along a grim 
path of unrestrained growth. Global ecosystems 
erode beyond any chance of repair or renewal. 
The planet's capacity is reached and exceeded, 
making any growth yield negative economic 
returns. The crash begins. Future generations 
struggle in a state of permanent degradation, 
with no technology, and no austerity measure 

— no matter how radical — able to halt 

the descent. 
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{ea Never shy about upstaging past tribulations, Americans kicked off 2006 with 
a splurge that foreshadows a fifth consecutive annual trade deficit record. In January, 
US consumers spent $189.2 billion on imported goods versus $114.4 billion in export 
gains, both new benchmarks - and an indication that the patriotic tendency to spend 
more and save less will continue to jeopardize the superpower's stock abroad. 

The trade deficit ballooned to an unprecedented $726 billion in 2005, an 18 
percent jump from 2004, as America shelled out 57 percent more than it raked in 
on world markets. Despite Bush's obtuse injunction to curb US oil addiction, the 
administration - whose trade policies have prompted the loss of more than three 
million US manufacturing jobs - remains unrepentant about probing the root of 
the problem. 

While analysts and economists debate the likelihood of an abrupt currency 
correction, with eerie similarity to their partisan-polarized wrangling over peak oil 
or global warming, America's accumulation affliction runs rampant. The US spends 
three times more than its closest competitors on imports of alcoholic beverages, 
arms and ammunition, computer equipment, footwear, sugar and apparel, and 
double on crude oil and telecom equipment. Last year marked a five-decade high 
in spending on home construction as a percentage of GDP, and American citizens’ 
personal savings rate fell into the red for the first time since 1933. 

But the trump card is competition with China. With the largest trade gap between 
the US and any other country, $201.6 billion, up 25 percent over 2004, the new Red 
Enemy's thriving role as the world's assembly hub will surely breed some change, 
but rather than curbing consumption, it'll likely be the impulse to spend frivolously 
in other foreign markets. 





шт» Bulletproof-vest manufacturer DHB Industries’ CEO David Н. Brooks earned 
$70 million in 2004, a 13,349 percent bump up from his pre-9/11 income. Basic 
American military service members pull in annual earnings of between $30-40,000 
for risking life and limb — which, considering the 5,000 reputedly ineffective DHB 
armored vests recalled last May, likely happens more often than necessary. 

The wage disparity between the corporate cream and the cellar isn't new, but it's 
definitely getting old. A major American company head's compensation hit almost 
$12 million in 2004, compared with a bit less than $27,500 in trough spoils per non- 
supervisory staff. Following a late-90s surge, American CEO salaries have flourished, 
upstaging the average production worker's wage by a ratio of 431-to-1 in 2004. 

In Britain, an FTSE 100 chief exec earns £1.4 million annually, 54 times the average 
shop floor worker – up from around £200,000 or less than ten times more a quarter- 
century ago. 











(Wa james Bogle's new book Battle 
for the Soul of Capitalism introduces 
some 60 major corporations, whose 
collective stock market value pushes 
$3 trillion, that have had to restate 
their earnings in the wake of Enron 

and WorldCom's collapses. Moreover, 
the tally for publicly-traded American 
companies who've had to restate has 
leapt from 48 in 1996, to 230 in 2001, to 
a whopping 1295 in 2005. That's nearly 
double 2004's total - or one in every 12. 


In a glitzy effort to rebrand its 

malice, R.J. Reynolds recently 
unveiled the swank Marshall McGearty 
Tobacco Lounge in Chicago's über- 
bohemian Wicker Park borough. 
Opened in sync with the city's ordinance 
banning smoking in bars, restaurants 
and public spaces - allegedly by 
coincidence - the speakeasy-cum- 
tobacconist offers "small batch, hand- 
crafted cigarettes in ridiculously plush" 
surroundings bedecked with ornate tin 
ceilings, sleek leather seating, vintage 
ashtrays and a marble bar. 

A pimped-out café hawking "super- 
tier" tobacco may seem like a plain 
attempt to channel and cash in on the 
aficionado cultism enjoyed by cocoa 
and coffee beans, single-malts and 
fine wines. But it's also the trial run of 
а callous attempt to resuscitate the 
battered habit's bygone allure, one that 
turned the chiselled features and milky 
bosoms of glamorous movie stars into 
wheezing, cankerous ghouls in their off- 
screen twilights. As the experience of 
the 12 million people who've been killed 
by smoking since the early 60s shows, 
old habits die hard. 

Eric Rumble 
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| guess it is aD being green. 
Presenting the 36 mpg Ford E Hybrid, the — 
most fuel efficient SUV on Earth? How green is that? | ESCAPE HYBRID GD 


www.fordvehicles.com 





*Based on Automobil Revue, Transport Canada and US EPA. EPA estimated 36 city/31 hwy mpg, FWD. Actual mileage will vary. ©The Muppets Holding 
Company, LLC. All Rights Reserved. 
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How NIKE CONQUERED SKATEBOARD CULTURE 


CELTIC PRIDE 34 HAS A DILEMMA, “WOULD I WEAR, 
DS them or sell? I don’t sell but I need the money.” 
Conflicting, emoticon-flecked advice flies thick 

and fast from other chat room users: “Decide for 
yourself . . ." — “Just make sure you won't regret 
» — "Cause it will get creases, it will get dirty 
and you have to think about what you want. . . to 
show off your cool Lebrons, or stare at a clean pair 
after I don't know, a year 
or two?" — “. . . I really 
regret balling the hell 
out of my ос XIVS. 
Can't wait to see them 
retro-ed. . . . have you 
thought about wadding 
them out with paper so 
they don't crease?" 
Celtic’s predicament? 
Whether he should 
“un-dead-stock” 
- actually wear - a 
$500 pair of trainers. 
Welcome to Niketalk. 
Beneath the Martin 
Luther King Jr. memorial 
and ads for $1000 
footwear, similar subplots 
have clocked up over 
500 million hits from 
175 countries. And this 
isn't even an official 
site. Niketalk is skate 
counterculture's cyber- 
corpse. Because after 
trying and failing to 
co-opt this fiercely defiant 
clique for over a decade, 
Nike finally played it 
smart and Just Redid It. 
It wasn’t so long ago 
that the corporate behemoth’s name was a four-letter 
word - synonymous with team sports, conformity 
and selling out — that was anathema to everything 
skateboarders stood for. As Moish Brennan, art 
director for Consolidated Skateboards, put it, “Nike 





by Maria Hampton 


is a huge multimillion dollar corporation that never 
gave a shit about skateboarding. The jocks who used 
to beat me up for skating wore Nikes and now Nike 
wants to be in with skaters? Uh-uh. It's not going to 
happen. We've had to fight and scrimp and save, and 
it wasn’t so giant corporations could come along 
and buy their way in.” 

Skaters were a troubling yet alluring demographic 
for big business 
— these kids were not 
out spending money in 
malls, but were instead 
damaging the same plazas 
that corporations like 
Nike built. Yet most 
were the white urban 
males that had once been 
its key market. As one 
insider noted, *Nike 
saw that if they weren't 
communicating to this 
segment of the population 
there was going to be 
a huge chunk of kids 
growing up not knowing 
about Nike. And those 
were consumers they 
didn't want to lose 
out on." 

While some 
lamented the end of the 
wholehearted “I think 
therefore I 13m” brand 
loyalty of the 1980s, the 
smart firms like Nike 
realized the best way 
to overcome it was not 
to argue, but simply 
assimilate. 

Nike tried four 
times to get its swoosh on skaters. But the glitzy 
award-winning ad campaigns were pulled, its new 
California offices closed within months, and its 
lackluster offerings bombed. It tried to purchase 
authenticity by buying front companies like Hurley 


SMASH MEME 


and Savier but still failed — killing the fledgling Savier 
in the process. Skateboarders were ambivalent about 
their newfound popularity. Having been portrayed 
as impertinent little thugs for so long, they had a 
healthy skepticism about their new corporate friends. 
Nike’s nadir was the 1997 grassroots backlash, 
organized by a Santa Cruz micro company, pointing 
out that this wasn’t just another sport they could 
subsume and control, Calling for a boycott against 
big firms “trying to break into our industry by 
slinging a lot of money around,” Consolidated 

print ads asked, “Where were these companies for 
the last 20 years when skaters were fighting just 

to legalize our sport? . . . now that skating is more 
widely accepted, they want 

to jump on the bandwagon, 
portray themselves as alterna- 


tries to buy your support, Don't ; 
Do It.” Nike left the market 
within a year. 

But “Nike isn’t going to keep 
failing at this,” lamented Jay 
Wilson, marketing chief of skateboarding’s oldest 
company, Vans, in 2002. “Skaters are much more 
open to the idea of Nike coming in. There’s no such 
thing as selling out anymore.” And Wilson was right. 
His own firm had quadrupled sales between 1995 
and 2002 to $353 million and acquired its own 
music label and TV production company; suddenly 
the difference between old skate and Nike wasn’t 
night and day anymore. 

This retreat to the center was not lost on Nike, 
and in this changed climate the $12 billion 
corporation felt comfortable edging itself back in 
again, in 2000, this time as itself. Sandy Bodecker, 

a fifty-something executive with a bleached blond 
buzz cut and a penchant for punk was brought out 
of retirement to connect with the kids and noticed 
the change immediately. 

“The stigma that was attached to being a big 
company in this world, I don’t think it’s there 
anymore,” the former Nike soccer executive told 


sneaker magazine Sole Collector in a recent interview. : 





The stigma . . . attached 
heroes and take over. If you're. to being а big company in 
a skater, and some suit-and-tie. this world, I don't think 


it's there anymore. 
— Sandy Bodecker, head of Nike's 
skateboard division 








i Bodecker was hip enough to realize he wasn't, but 


he quickly amassed a group of people who were. 
His first target was Robbie Jeffers, the well-connected 
manager of Stussy, then Kevin Imamura, former 
editor of Warp and Stance magazines, and the wise 
hires went all the way down the corporate hierarchy 
to streetwise reps and advertising companies who, 
according to Thomas Frank, editor of the Chicago 
culture magazine, The Baffler, began recruiting 
anthropology PhD students to conduct ethnographies 
on skateboarders. Such tactics made many, including 
San Francisco writer and former pro skater Ocean 
Howell nervous. “I really objected to the Orwellian 
market research,” he said. “Focus groups are one 
thing but much more invasive 
tactics are becoming standard 
practice. A friend of mine 
worked at one of the major 
US clothing companies 
desperate to target skaters, Its 
design rooms were filled with 
long lens ‘sniper photos’ of 
skateboarders walking down 
the street, riding their boards, 
iting around drinking soda. . . . Ordinary skaters 
were subject to menacing levels of surveillance.” 
And the surveillance paid off. Within two years, 
Nike reissued the Dunk, a 1985 basketball shoe that 
executives discovered had been co-opted by skaters. 
And it kept on reissuing it — the same basic design — 


1 but with different color schemes and motifs designed 
: in collaboration with celebrities, graffiti artists, 

і skaters and storeowners. Playing on skate's secret 

і language of images and icons, the different editions 

і soon became cult fetish objects with ‘personalities’ 

і and nicknames like Shanghais, which contain a 


Chinese character, and Heinekens whose color 
Scheme resembled that of the Dutch beer. But they 


1 kept the numbers strictly limited — stores were only 
: able to order 24 pairs and most lines were produced 


in hundreds rather than thousands. According to 
Niketalk, just 777 of the Dunk Lucky 7 were ever 
made and a collaboration with artist Futura resulted 
in just two dozen pairs of shoes. 

As Business 2.0 correspondent Jordan Robertson 


noted, “For now Nike focused not 
on volume but on cachet. Limited edition versions of 
the Dunk have become sought after collectables and 
the fastest selling shoes in the US. As a result, even 
the most independent-minded skate shops want to 
carry Nikes for huge margins.” 

Nevett Steele of Kcpc Skate Shop in Brooklyn, 
New York, said, “I was a little nervous and a little 
skeptical having a big company like Nike come here 
but Nikes were 70 to 80 percent of my sales this 
winter. Frankly they paid the bills this winter. This 
winter was very hard.” 

Hollywood retailer Ted Monney noted that while 
he had endured criticism from some skaters, Nike 
was now his fastest selling line: “Call me a sell out or 
whatever, I don’t really care.” And as James Jebbia, 
owner of Supreme and Nike collaborator, put it, 
“Nowadays it doesn’t necessarily need to be special. 
As long as it’s limited, people will wait in line.” 

And that’s Nike's secret: they did it smart this 
time. By keeping numbers down they were able 





















to manipulate demand, and the potential profit 
margins of being able to sell Dunks for as much as 
five times the suggested $65 retail price eroded the 
resistance of many independent storeowners, by as 
Bodecker put it, allowing them to *keep the lights 
on." So you won't find Nike skate shoes in chain 
stores, or the huge barn-like retail outlets where 
Grandma buys her trainers for her daily power 
walk around the mall. Nike only sells to small 
independent skate stores, but where once there 
was only two or three in a city, now there are two 
or three per mall. 

Still, while Dunks were only available through 
skateboard stores, skaters were not necessarily 
buying them. Bodecker himself admits that 80 
percent were initially bought by a different breed 
entirely — the stamp collectors of the sports 
world — known as sneakerheads. 

Like 22-year-old Patrick Cheung, who has 
spent $10,000 to $15,000 amassing more than 
160 pairs of shoes, most still in their boxes, 
including a $420 pair of Hemp Bonsais and 
a pair of Dunk vandals that you can rip open 
to reveal a hidden pattern underneath. Only 

Cheung’s are still intact. “I didn’t want to 

cut the shoe,” he said with a slight laugh to 

acknowledge the irony. “I wanted to save it 

for a while.” 

Ask sneakerheads why they collect and 
most don’t really know although many use the word 
addiction. Academics have a variety of theories: a 
sense of control in chaos; a battle for immortality by 
preserving items for posterity; Freud regarded it as a 
compensation for loss; others as a minor obsessive- 
compulsive disorder combined with a natural drive 
for ownership. But one thing is clear: sneakerheads 
live and breathe for their “Holy Grails” — the shoes 
they would do anything for — from queuing up at 
midnight, waiting in line for 15 hours, preening 
their collection with baby-care products, exchanging 
online gossip and speculation about the next store 
“drop,” or buying the wrong size. Last year in 


Cincinnati a 17-year-old was shot in the shoulder as 
È his friend was robbed of his Jordan's. Fights break 
1 out, and recently in Citrus Park, Florida, a crowd 
і charged a glass mall door. 


Jon Roy’s first introduction to sneakerheads was 


| when he turned up for work to find 40 of them lined 


up outside his store waiting for the latest limited 


: edition Nike Air Force One sneaker. “The kids knew 


we were getting the shoes. They knew more than 

we did,” he said. Nort co-owner Josh Franklin said 
police were called to his New York boutique after 
tensions rose among those waiting to buy a limited 
edition clear plastic Nike. “One of the sergeants was 
like ‘I don’t get this. Over sneakers?" 

And sometimes even sneakerheads have doubts, 
like 31-year-old Jonathan Zucker, who in a 15 
minutes of fame interview with the San Francisco 
newspaper The East Bay Express admitted that 
sometimes in the thrill of the chase for the latest 
shoe, he could go a whole year without looking at 
the rest of his collection, “It’s like, now here’s the 
next thing I’m lusting after — you kind of forget 
about the shoes you already have. I love my shoes, 
but if I had to start all over I wonder if Pd do it. 
There's aspects I don't like. I don't want all my 
happiness to hinge on material things. There's the 
side of me that says it would be nice to have this kind 
of passion for something people-related.” 

But to Bodecker, the sneakerheads' situation makes 


i perfect sense: “While the kids may not get a chance 


to surf everyday or snowboard everyday, they want 


і to be part of that world. So maybe they buy product 
і about it. They buy the magazine, they follow the 
i website, they watch the television." 


What he fails to comprehend is that sneakerheads 
are not “buying product” to complement their 
lifestyle, buying product is their lifestyle. Nike's 


: assimilation of skateboarding was so successful that 
} the culture their shoes were designed for has been 


replaced in favor of the shoe. Where older skaters 
co-opted an old basketball shoe because there was 
nothing else to skate with, the new generation has 


consumed the shoes but ditched the skating. 


Even Bodecker, however, is aware that this craze 


і cannot last forever. “I think the reality is skating, 
і snowboarding, BMX, whatever sports you wanna 
name in the ‘action sports world’ are no longer 


outside the mainstream. They are the mainstream. 
You don't have the soccer mom anymore you 


і have the skateboard mom." But by co-opting 





rebelliousness into an obsessive-compulsive feedback 
loop of consumption, companies like Nike only 
accelerate the death of the counterculture that so 
attracted them. It’s hard to know if Bodecker doesn’t 
realize this, or simply doesn’t care, because there will 
always be another counterculture to exploit. 

As The Vacuum’s Chris Magee points out, 
“[Corporations] operate on a different plane from us. 
They try to identify trends at their inception in the 
hope that they can exploit it, mass-produce it, market 
it. From the moment they step in to institutionalize a 
subculture, then the originators have already hit the 
ground running, moved on to something else having 
fled the scene. The whole sorry thing operates with 
the subtlety of a snake eating its own tail — the new 
wave of the new wave of the new wave." 

But in the information age, as trends spread virally 
by email and instant messaging, with professional 
trendspotters snapping at their heels, hurrying 
them and the pace of consumption ever faster, isn't 
everyone, by definition, in the know? Can cool stay 
cool when everyone knows about it? When you can 
buy it at The Gap? Irma Zandl, the original “cool 
hunter" who invented the term alpha consumer 
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doesn't think so. “I’m working on a theory right 
now. I’m calling it ‘the center is the new edge.’ 
One of the things we’ve been seeing is that the edge 
has gotten incredibly predictable — it's not very fresh 
anymore, because it's so focused on itself." The snake 
really is eating itself. 

Skateboarding has entered an era where top 
riders sign corporate sponsorship contracts with 
“anti-offensiveness” and “no disparagement” 
clauses, mainstream television stations like ESPN 
- Disney's sports division — show the X-Games and 
skateboarders shred at the Olympics. Thanks to 
corporations like Nike we can eat extreme pizza, 
drive Nissan’s X-Terra suv, wear extreme deodorant, 
hire extreme consulting firms and invest in extreme 
equity funds. But if we are all extreme now, then 
where have the real rebels gone? Disappeared in a 
haze of Ritalin? 


With this issue, Maria Hampton wrapped up her 
time in Canada. She's returning to more familiar 
confines in ber native England, and it's far too soon 
for our liking, but we wish her the best. 
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NIKE promotional booklet included in the "Photo Issue" of Vice magazine. 





SWEATSHOP LABOR. OBSCENE PROFIT 
MARGINS. OVERPAID CELEBRITIES. IT 
SHOULDN'T BE HARD TO MAKE THAT 
CORPORATE COOL MACHINE BLOW UP IN 
‘THEIR FACES. ALL IT TAKES IS FOR A FEW 
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Wuy ARE STUDENTS LEAVING 
Porrrics Our OF ECONOMICS? 


WHAT OBLIGATIONS DO ECONOMISTS HAVE 
TO SOCIETY? 

It appears that just as our planet is facing it’s 
direst moment — largely because of an economic 
paradigm that runs roughshod over environmental 
considerations – economics students are increasingly 
leaving political considerations out of their field of 
study, focussing on small, specific projects rather 
than looking at the larger picture. As University 
of Chicago economist and best-selling author of 
Freakonomics Steven Levitt told the New York 
Times “We have lost our optimism that the tools 
of economics can be used to manage the economy, 





and we have moved to a much more micro view of 
the world. We can tell you whether labor unions raise 
productivity or stifle innovation or raise wages, but 
we are reluctant to judge whether the trade offs are 
good or bad.” 

We at Adbusters were intrigued by this cop- 
out attitude, so we canvassed a cross-section of 
economists for their thoughts. Specifically, we asked: 
how can economists justify their refusal to address 
the environmental problems they are complicit in? 
How can they simply opt out of the discussion and 
focus on their narrow microeconomic games? 

Here are their responses: 


‘SLMWSURLDIG/HUSOd жыз NYT 


HISTORICALLY, ECONOMICS WAS 
about thinking. It began with 
people who were approaching 
things from a philosophical and 
historical sense of thought, and 
simply added economic ideas into 
that. But what you’ve seen over 
the past quarter century in university after university, 
is the gradual decapitation of economic thinkers. 
The University of Toronto, for example, was a great 
center of economic historians, Today, I don’t think 
there’s one left. This is the place that produced 
people like Harold Innis. The great thinkers asking 









ECONOMISTS OF ALL AGES NEED 
to get back to basics; that is to 
rediscover the original Greek 
definition of oikonomia as the 
study of the conditions of well- 
being and wise stewardship 
(nomia) of households (oikos). 
The first order of business for economists should 

be in assessing the actual conditions of well-being 
(financial, social, health and ecological) experienced 
by the households of nations and the extent to which 
our lifestyles are in harmony with nature’s capacity 
to sustain our basic material and energy needs. 
Providing such prudent sustainability analysis to 
policy decision makers is perhaps the most pressing 
need of our time. This is the realm of ecological 
economists who are constantly trying to assess 





ONE OF THE REASONS ECONOMISTS 
are taking a micro approach 

and avoiding political questions 
is because the system they've 
been supporting for so many 
generations is flawed. They think 
there's a generic concept called 
“the market;” that if you apply “a” market, you've 
got "the" market. But it's simply not true. Certain 
institutions are necessary. And the outcomes we 
get will depend specifically on how we design 
them. Look at the former Soviet Union, where 

















*How does it all work? Where are we going? 

What does it mean?" There isn't one left. They 
were replaced with a proliferation microeconomists; 
people sitting in front of their computers, churning 
out numbers. The whole thing has been turned 
upside down. This generation of enormous amounts 
of numbers is thought to be the basis for how you 
produce truth, whereas it's in fact “garbage in, 
garbage out" plus or minus equations. So they have 
a real problem. 


John Ralston Saul's most recent book is The Collapse 
of Globalism. 


how a harmonious balance between economic 
*development" and wise household stewardship and 
wise stewardship of nature's capital assets can be 
achieved. Being engaged in real world economics is 
inherently political because it involves making trade 
offs with real world realities. It will require that 
economists get back in touch with the real world 
experience of people and their economic lives instead 
of looking at the world through mathematical 
models; to find the knowledge that leads to wisdom 
in a world where a plethora of statistical information 
has blinded us to seeing through the broader lens of 
complex ecosystems like a forest. 





Mark Anielski is an ecological economist who 
provides counsel to governments and business on 
measuring their well-being and sustainability. 


“the market” was introduced and it was a recipe 
for mayhem. You can’t focus on the small details 
at the expense of institutional structures — like 
enforceability of the law, protection of private 
property, a legal framework and so on. And these 
things are fundamentally political. They don’t fall 
from the sky, they have to be designed. 





Paul Ormerod was formerly the Head of the 
Economic Assessment Unit of The Economist and 
currently runs Volterra Consulting. His most recent 
book is Why Most Things Fail. 


I THINK WHAT WE ARE SEEING 
is the beginning of the end. 

The economics students who are 
uninterested in addressing political 
questions are those studying 
mostly at the US's “prestigious 
universities." These places have 
very conventional economics departments, so 

the students' disinterest reflects the fact that they 

are strict adherents to the neoclassical economic 
paradigm. It's not an indication of what students in 





ECONOMICS WEEDS OUT PEOPLE 
interested in the broad picture. 
Someone interested in bigger 
policy issues will probably never 
choose to go to graduate school 
— J in economics, and won’t make it 
eZ through if they do. But given the 
training economists have, it’s probably for the best. 
If you don’t have training in policy, you shouldn’t 
be involved in it. 
I don’t necessarily think that’s ideal. It’s just 
that I don’t see any changes that are politically or 
institutionally feasible that would allow us to address 
that. I’m a realist. There’s nothing worse than an 
economist who doesn’t know anything about policy, 





WHY DON’T ECONOMISTS ADDRESS 
the ecological consequences of 
economic activity? 
q 1. Conventional economists are 
) taught two basic principles: money 
} values are the only values that 
count. So money must grow; we 
must turn everything into money as fast as we can. 
2. Economists are reluctant to bite the hand 
that feeds them, and most work for governments, 
businesses, financial concerns, universities, etc., 
dominated by the “money must grow” imperative. 
3. Being unfamiliar with philosophical, historical, 
and scientific modes of thinking, economists suppose 
their own thinking is value-free, and they can 
therefore disregard ethical factors. 




















general — ones who might potentially be interested 
in economics — believe. Essentially, the neoclassical 
students are saying: “OK, this stuff is really not 
applicable to the big questions, so let’s just stick 

to the small stuff and be happy with it.” In other 
words, if your model can’t address the big, relevant, 
pressing questions, don’t change the model, change 
the questions. It’s highly unscientific. 


Robert Costanza is the director of the University of 
Vermont's Gund Institute for Ecological Economics. 


but suddenly insists that they have some great policy 
insights. An example was the rise of supply side 
economics, where you had economists like Arthur 
Laffer saying “Here, there’s this amazing theory that 
changes our whole way of looking at things.” That, 
in my view, is the worst scenario. 

You want people who have a sophisticated 
understanding of politics to deal with policy. And I 
don’t think economists have such an understanding, 
so I’m pleased they’re taking a pass. 


David Colander is the Christian A. Johnson 
Distinguished Professor of Economics at Middlebury 
College. 


4. For example, to serve their own interests, 
powerful people and nations have over the centuries 
developed the institutions of money. Do these, as 
they now work, provide a well designed scoring 
system for the game of economic life? Could their 
reconstruction bring better environmental and social 
outcomes? There are no career brownie points for 
economists who study important questions like those. 

5. Economists, like the rest of us, are imprisoned in 
a trap we won't get out of except by compulsion. It's 
hard to see what form that will take for economists, 
except by their profession falling into deep discredit 
and ridicule. And by then it may be too late. 


James Robertson’s latest book is Monetary Reform 
- Making it Happen. 


THERE ARE TWO PRIMARY REASONS 
economists refuse to recognize 
and deal with their role in the 
ecological crisis. First is their 
training. It includes very little 
beyond formalist exercises. 
This renders economists slaves to 
their techniques, with economic problems recognized 
only to the extent that the standard repertoire of 
formal analysis pertains. The idea of a problem- 
oriented economics, where the analysis is tailored 
to the problem, is anathema to most economists. 
They are victims of their training, which is 
extraordinarily narrow and becoming even more so. 
It no longer includes economic history or even the 
history of economics and shows disdain for ethics 
—and any of the other human sciences. If you were 
to sit in on the seminars, you would be astounded 
at how little interest they have in the real world, 
including the economy. 

The second reason that is that if they were to 
deal with the ecological problem, they would have 





TO GET ECONOMISTS TO START 
paying attention to the role of the 
economy in the ecological crisis, 
they must first work towards 
developing a shared vision of a 
sustainable and desirable future 
that explicitly describes the ends 
towards which economic activity should be devoted. 
Next, they should scientifically assess the physical 
characteristics of the scarce resources available 

to achieve those ends, and their dual role as raw 
materials for economic production and the structural 
components of the ecosystems and the life support 








to surrender their most cherished and fundamental 
beliefs. From Adam Smith onwards, economists 
have regarded “land [meaning planet Earth], labor 
and capital" (and sometimes entrepreneurship) as 
the basic factors of production and hence the basic 
ingredients of the economy. Nearly all their formal 
analysis and categories of thought proceed on the 
basis of this assumption that the Earth is a subset 
of the economy. The ecological crises rubbishes this 
notion and hence the very foundations of mainstream 
economics. The response of the neoclassical 
mainstream has been to create *environmental 
economics” which, unlike “ecological economics,” 
makes a pretence of addressing environmental 
problems while continuing to reduce them to purely 
economic problems. 


Edward Fullbrook, University of the West of 
England, is the editor of the Post-Autistic Economics 
Review <www.paecon.net> and author of The 

Crisis in Economics and A Guide to What’s Wrong 
with Economics. 


functions they generate. Economists must also pay 
close attention to the full complexity of human 
behavior. Only then should they try to determine 
what type of allocative mechanism is best for 
achieving the desired ends. Unfortunately, economics 
generally starts from the other end, taking on faith 
that the market is the best way of allocating scarce 
resources, thus ignoring all the important questions. 


Joshua Farley is a professor in the department of 
Community Development and Applied Economics 
at the University of Vermont. 
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UNITED STATES 


> The absolute ban on torture, a cornerstone 

of the international human rights edifice, is under 
attack. The principle we once believed to be 
unassailable — the inherent right to physical integrity 
and dignity of the person — is becoming a casualty 
of the so-called war on terror. 

So warned Louise Arbour, the UN High 
Commissioner for Human Rights. Meanwhile, 
photographs, news reports and official investigations 
into abuses at Abu Ghraib, Bagram Air Base and 
Guantanamo Bay suggest a policy of systematic 
torture on the part of the US government that 
extends all the way up the chain of command. 

The 1984 Torture Convention prohibits “any act 
by which severe pain or suffering, whether physical 
or mental, is intentionally inflicted on a person.” 
The Bush administration favors its own standard, 
whereby the pain caused “must be equivalent in 
intensity to the pain accompanying serious physical 
injury, such as organ failure, impairment of bodily 
functions or even death.” Under this definition, many 
methods of what is generally understood as “torture” 
would be allowed, including “waterboarding” 
= where a person is made to believe they will drown. 

Senator John McCain, who was subjected to 
waterboarding in North Vietnam, describes it as 
“torture, very exquisite torture.” Last autumn, 
McCain sponsored draft legislation that stipulated 
“No individual in the custody or under the physical 
control of the United States Government, regardless 
of nationality or physical location, shall be subject 
to cruel, inhuman, or degrading treatment or 
punishment.” The bill was opposed by Vice President 
Dick Cheney, who, by invoking the threat of a 
presidential veto, negotiated important loopholes. 
As adopted, the legislation fails to prohibit torture 
contracted out to other countries. It also provides 
legal immunity for those committing acts of torture 
that were “officially authorized and determined to be 
lawful at the time that they were conducted.” 

Moreover, when Bush signed McCain’s bill into 
law, he declared it would be interpreted within the 
context of the president’s powers to protect national 
security — in other words, that any interrogation 
method could still be used, if the White House 
deemed it necessary. This outright rejection of 
Congressional intent is breathtaking. As Sidney 
Blumenthal observed, it reflects “a basic ideology 





of absolute power.” 

At the same time, the c1a has engaged in a 
practice called “extraordinary rendition” whereby 
suspects are transferred in violation of the Torture 
Convention either to the intelligence services of 
countries notorious for torture or to clandestine 
prisons located outside the United States. The secret 
prisons have obvious parallels — the Soviet Gulag 
and the Latin American “disappearances” — and they 
contravene the prohibition on arbitrary detention in 
international human rights law. 

Some countries, including Britain and Canada, 
have obtained assurances of good treatment from 
the United States before handing over suspects. 

This practice has been criticized by the UN Special 
Rapporteur on Torture on the basis that such 
“assurances are unreliable and ineffective” — not least 
because they “are sought usually from states where 
the practice of torture is systematic.” 

The same two countries have supported the Bush 
administration’s illegal behavior in other ways. Both 
Britain and Canada have allowed Cia aircraft to use 
their airports and airspace on numerous occasions, 
including — it would seem — for rendition purposes. 
British agents have also allegedly conducted 
interrogations under threat of torture, while using 
information obtained by other governments through 
torture. Craig Murray, a former British ambassador 
to Uzbekistan, has posted classified documents on 
his website that show British officials deciding that 
they can use information obtained through torture 
for intelligence purposes. The documents are all the 
more troubling because Uzbekistan is notorious for 
using especially horrific methods of torture, such as 
dipping detainees in boiling water. 

A basic tenant of criminal law — reaffirmed in 
the Torture Convention — holds that those who 
aid or abet a crime are criminals themselves. Our 
behavior also has a negative impact on the way we 
are perceived, and how we perceive ourselves. In an 
important sense, if our democratic governments have 
been complicit in torture, we — as citizens and voters 
—are torturers too. 





Michael Byers is the Canada Research Chair in 
Global Politics and International Law at the 
University of British Columbia. 


A History OF OIL GRABS 


AT THE BEGINNING OF THE TWENTIETH century, 

the Middle East was a wholly unremarkable place 
by geopolitical standards. In the eyes of the great 
powers, the region consisted of little more than large 
tracts of sand inhabited by clusters of primitive 
nomadic herders. Then, British prospectors in Persia 
(now Iran) discovered oil in 1908, and everything 
changed. 

The discovery set loose a flurry of geologists 
searching high and low for more black gold. Within 
a couple decades, they had found oil deposits from 
Oman to Algeria. It turned out that the Middle East 
housed the most expansive, easily accessible crude 
oil reserves on the planet. And by the middle of 
the twentieth century, oil had quickly eclipsed coal 
and become the most important commodity in the 
industrial world. 

The energy demands of two world wars made oil 


particularly precious. British statesman Lord Curzon 
remarked after World War I that “the Allies floated 
to victory on a wave of oil” and both British and 
American officials appreciated that they could not 
rely on domestic supplies. In 1943, US Secretary 

of the Interior Harold Ickes warned that “If there 
should be a World War 111, it would have to be 
fought with someone else’s petroleum.” With the 
locus of global oil production shifting to the Middle 
East, it was clear who that “someone else” would 
be. In his definitive history of the oil industry, The 
Prize: The Epic Quest for Oil, Money, and Power, 
Daniel Yergin recounts a meeting in 1944 between 
US President Franklin Roosevelt and the British 
ambassador. Roosevelt showed the ambassador a 
rough sketch of the Middle East and then told him 
“Persian oil . . . is yours. We share the oil of Iraq and 
Kuwait. As for Saudi Arabian oil, it’s ours.” 


Securing access to Middle Eastern oil has 
been a fundamental tenet of Anglo-American 
foreign policy for close to a century. 


TRAN 


THE ORIGINS OF THE IRANIAN 
OIL INDUSTRY DATE BACK TO 
1901, WHEN THE SHAH OF 

PERSIA granted a generous 60 
year concession to a wealthy 
Englishman, William Knox 
D'Arcy, to explore and exploit 
the oil resources of the country. 
Seven years later, prospectors 
found a massive oil field in 
Masjed Soleiman and the Anglo- 
Iranian Oil Company - later 
renamed British Petroleum — was 
founded. By 1950, the oil was 
flowing freely and Iran was home 


to the world's largest refinery. 
But the Iranian government was 
sick of seeing so much of the 
profits from its lucrative resource 
being siphoned off to the UK. 

So in 1951, after negotiations 
with the British government 
proved futile, Iranian Prime 
Minister Mohammed Mossadegh 
nationalized the oil industry. The 
British responded by sending 
warships to the Persian Gulf to 
blockade Iranian oil exports. 

But that wasn’t enough. So they 
conferred with the Americans 


— ever-willing to topple a left- 
leaning leader — and hatched a 
plan to elbow Mossadegh aside 
in favor of the more manageable 
Shah, who promised not to 
impede Western access to his 
country’s oil. After he was 
deposed, Mossadegh insisted “My 
only crime is that I nationalized 
the Iranian oil industry and 
removed from this land the 
network of colonialism and the 
political and economic influence 
of the greatest empire on Earth.” 


IRAQ 


THE DISCOVERY OF OIL DEPOSITS 
in Iran led the British to believe 
that neighboring Iraq might be 
equally endowed. So in 1911, 
British, German and Dutch 
interests formed the Turkish 
Petroleum Company (TPC) and 
began extracting small amounts 
of crude near Mosul. When World 
War I broke out, it was the perfect 
opportunity to invade Iraq and 
consolidate British control of 
Iraqi oil fields. At the conclusion 
of the war, British officials insisted 
that Iraq's oil-producing area 

stay in British hands. And their 
persistence paid off. In 1927, 
prospectors tapped into an oilfield 
near Kirkuk that gushed so 
violently, it took nine days to get 
under control. It was the biggest 
find in the Middle East after the 
Masjed Soleiman discovery two 
decades earlier. The TPC enjoyed 

a monopoly of Iraq's oil industry 
and was later reorganized to 
include American partners and 
renamed the Iraqi Petroleum 
Company (trc). Eventually the 
Iraqi government demanded a 
bigger cut of the revenues, and 

in 1952 signed a deal to split the 
profits 50-50. Then, in 1972, 

Iraqi president Saddam Hussein 
nationalized the 1PC outright. 
This time, there was no Western- 
orchestrated coup immediately, 
but thirty years later the US 
invaded Iraq and promptly set out 
to sell-off of all of Iraq's publicly 
controlled oil fields — though 

the plan was thwarted both by 
nationalistic Iraqis and US oil 
companies who preferred a strong 
state-run industry to the chaos of 
deregulation. 


SAUDI ARABIA 


THE BRITISH WERE OUT OF THE GATE FIRST, BUT US OIL COMPANIES 
caught up by capturing the Saudi Arabian market. In 1933, Rockefeller- 
owned Socal (which later became Chevron) outbid the ІРС consortium to 
acquire an oil concession from King Ibn Saud. In exchange for £35,000, 
the company received exclusive rights to prospect for, produce, and 
export oil from most of the eastern part of Saudi Arabia for 60 years, 
tax free. Texaco later joined Socal to form Aramco (Arabian-American 
Oil Company), and in 1938 the kingdom's first commercial oil field was 
discovered at Dhahran. 

Aramco has always been more than an oil company. In its early days, 
it operated much like an extension of the US government, even going 
so far as to pass on intelligence about the secretive Saudi family to the 
Office of Strategic Services — a precursor to the cra. Eventually the Saudi 
government followed the example of its neighbors and nationalized 
Aramco in the 1970s. It was a hollow move, however, as the government 
immediately granted the American consortium exclusive rights to 
“manage” the enterprise. American executives and technicians still run 
the show, and new oil exploration is carried out by US companies. 

Ironically, much of Saudi Arabia’s oil wealth has been used to fund 
the promotion of the fanatical Wahabi branch of Islam — which has been 
exported to all corners of the Muslim world and serves as a driving force 
behind the Islamist terrorism of Osama bin Laden and friends. 


WHILE THERE WERE UNDOUBTEDLY A VARIETY OF REASONS FOR THE 
2003 invasion of Iraq, it’s clear that the desire to shore up access to 
the country’s massive oil reserves was not inconsequential. The simple 
fact of the matter is that securing access to Middle Eastern oil has 
been a fundamental tenet of Anglo-American foreign policy for close 
to a century. And the US has been particularly bellicose in that regard 
during the past 5o years. According to a declassified British government 
document, US president Richard Nixon seriously considered using 
military force to seize Middle Eastern oil fields during the Arab oil 
embargo of 1973. Even Jimmy Carter, the least hawkish of presidents, 
insisted as part of the Carter Doctrine that *an attempt by any outside 
force to gain control of the Persian Gulf region will be regarded as 
an assault on the vital interests of the United States of America, and 
as such, an assault will be repelled by any means necessary, including 
military force.” And when American troops went to repel Saddam 
Hussein’s invasion of Kuwait in 1990, then-Defense Secretary Dick 
Cheney noted bluntly: “We’re there because the fact of the matter is, 
that part of the world controls the world supply of oil.” 

АП of which has left many Americans scratching their heads and 
wondering “How did our oil get under their sand?” 

Nicholas Klassen 


AMERICAN NEOCONSERVATIVES ARE 
NURTURING A PERMANENT SENSE OF FEAR 


AN OBSERVER OF ISRAELI SOCIETY 
and of its successive governments 
cannot help but be struck by the 
similarity between the logical 
premises that inform that society 
and what is now taking place on a 
global scale. Since the 1940s, the 
history of the state of Israel has been shaped by fear, 
by the imperative of self-protection and by mistrust 
of the Other. 
After the Nazi horrors and the extermination 

camps, after the painful European experience, Israel 



















self-reconciliation in the eyes of history. Years have 
passed, but the same logic has perpetuated itself in 
the form of deep feelings of mistrust; the perception 
of self as victim; the reality of insecurity; the 
continued inflation of security policy measures; and 
the perception of the permanent hostility, unavowed 
or not, of the world around it. 

In the end, however, roles and perspectives have 
been reversed: Israeli society is much richer than 
those that surround it, incomparably better armed 
than all the Arab countries combined, at the pinnacle 
of scientific and military technology, a true regional 
and international economic power. Yet it still sees 
itself as a victim of the destructive intentions of 
its neighbors, or their age-old opposition — of 
“Palestinian terrorism” or, in broader terms, of 
Muslim extremism. 

The superior regional power has become a 
“victim,” of the Other’s “horror,” “madness,” 
“hatred,” “irrationality,” “murderous insanity,” and 
“nihilism.” These are but a few of the terms utilized 
to justify a security policy that accepts “of necessity” 
violations of the principles of international law and 
of respect for the lives of civilians and the innocent. 
They are used to authorize “moderate” recourse 
to torture and for the adoption of distinctive and 
openly discriminatory legislation toward cert: 
citizens still considered too “Arab” or too committed 
as Christians or Muslims. The victim protects and 














says Tariq Ramadan 


defends himself. Could anything be more normal? 

If we broaden our focus, we see a world that 
reflects these same considerations and postures. 

The “war” that has been unleashed to destroy 
terrorism is now founded on the same logical bases, 
but on a global scale. 

Don't get me wrong. Terror is a fact, not an 
ideology, and the killing of innocent people must be 
condemned without exception. It is the ideological 
use of its consequences that is problematic. 

The American neoconservatives and their European 
imitators instigate and nurture a permanent sense of 
fear, which they wield as though it were an ideology. 
Their policies are based on a feeling of insecurity 
and a binary vision of the world. The imperative is 
one of self-protection, sometimes through draconian 
security policies that are hostile to freedom and, for 
some, openly unjust and discriminatory. After all, the 
West has become the “principal victim of terrorism.” 

The world’s most prosperous, heaviest-armed 
countries are threatened. Citizens have to understand 
that they must revise the laws that govern them, 
and their rights, in more restrictive terms . . . for 
their own security. To confront the threat, and 
to calm their fears, citizens must be more closely 
monitored, intensively video-recorded, kept under 
constant surveillance. The Israel Syndrome, whose 
characteristics are the state of siege and of the 
reversal of the power equation on the level of 
perception and symbolism, has come fully into 
play: the Other is no longer criticizing our policies, 
he is negating our existence; he detests our values, 
our very civilization. He must no longer be held 
responsible for his acts alone but for his hatred, his 
nihilism, his madness and – why not? — his beliefs 
and his religion. 








Tariq Ramadan is a professor at Oxford and one 
of Europe's most controversial Muslim figures. This 
passage was excerpted from "The Global Ideology 
of Fear," in the Winter 2006 issue of New 
Perspectives Quarterly. 
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CANADA d 
=_> YOU'VE GOT ТО HAND IT TO THE AMERICANS. 

Half of them think Canada is just a nation of 
extras in a Michael Moore documentary. The other 
half calls us Soviet Canuckistan. Still, one way or 
another, they all tend to get what they want from 
Canada, no matter what we do. 

That’s put crudely, of course. But if you want 
to understand anything about what’s happening in 
Canada these days, you have to take into account 
what the United States wants. 

You also have to know that in 2004, just when 
Canada overtook Saudi Arabia 
as the US's major foreign 
supplier of crude oil, a right- 
wing party from Alberta's 
oilpatch engineered a coup 
within Canada's venerable but 
enfeebled Conservative Party. 
And in the January 23, 2006 
federal election, fewer than a 
quarter of Canada's registered 
voters picked a Conservative 
candidate — about two-thirds 
of us chose center-left parties 
instead. But because Canada is 
a multi-party democracy with 
an antiquated first-past-the- 
post system, the Conservative 
Party won. 

Now, Canada's prime 
minister is a guy named 
Stephen Harper, an Alberta 
neoconservative known for 
calling Canada a “second- 
tier socialistic country" that CAN 
should be redesigned along 
American republican lines. 

Alberta's Athabasca tar 
sands contain the largest 
hydrocarbon deposits ever discovered. Even if you 
only count the oil that conventional technologies can 
get at easily, there are at least 175 billion barrels of 
it there. That's an amount just shy of conservative 
estimates of all the oil that lies beneath the sands of 
Saudi Arabia. 

The oil and gas industry is the Albertan economy. 
Alberta is a company town, and the company is 
mainly American-owned. Consequently, as soon 








SADIAN PRIME MINISTER STEPHEN HARPER MEETS 
WITH AFGHAN PRESIDENT HAMID KARZAI AFTER 
PARACHUTING IN TO AFGHANISTAN TO HAVE HIS PHOTO 
TAKEN WITH CANADIAN SOLDIERS IN THE FIELD. 


as he took office, Harper gave notice that he was 
backing out of Canada’s commitment to the Kyoto 
protocol on greenhouse gas emissions — though his 
environment minister later clarified that Canada 
would pursue a “made-in-Canada solution” within 
the protocol. Whatever that means. 

The previous government had championed Kyoto 
— in defiance of the US — and it was only when 
Canada signed on that Russia was convinced to do 
likewise, making the protocol enforceable. Now, 
the mixed signals mean everything is up in the air, 
along with approximately 15 
gigatons of carbon dioxide the 
global economy pumps out into 
the atmosphere, which is about 
twice as much as the planet's 
climate systems can absorb. 

One thing Harper did 
jettison was Canada's non- 
politicized method of selecting 
Supreme Court judges. Now it's 
looking more like the American 
way. Then, Harper told the 
federal ethics commissioner to 
go to hell. Then, he assigned 
an aging Thatcherite by the 
name of Michael Wilson as 
Canada's new ambassador to 
the United States. 

Wilson had been finance 
minister during the 1980s, in 
a Conservative government 
that surrendered control of the 

country's oil reserves under 

the Canada-US Free Trade 

Agreement. Canadians rose 

up in fury back then, and 

Wilson's party was left with 

only two of the 295 seats in 
the nation's Parliament. 

But today, Canadians are again stuck with a 
government the vast majority of us don't want. What 
that government wants of us, however, is pretty 
straightforward. In fact, it's crude. The rule is simple. 
It's the first sentence of this article: 

You've got to hand it to the Americans. 











Terry Glavin's latest book is Waiting for the Macaws. 
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ge HAMAS’S UNEXPECTED VICTORY IN THE REC 
Palestinian parliamentary elections could prove to 
be a seminal moment. With their assertiveness and 
resolve, the newly-minted legislators just might be 
the wind in the sails that finally gives Palestinians a 
nation-state homeland, based on 1967 War borders, 
with East Jerusalem as its capital and the right of 
return for Palestinians displaced by Israel in 1948. 
Meanwhile, Israeli and Western reaction to Hamas’ 
victory has exposed a fundamental but little-noted 
obstacle to any resolution of the Palestinian-Israeli 
conflict. Most international opinion, lamenting 
Hamas’ refusal to recognize Israel's so-called “right 
to exist,” takes this non-recognition as an essential 
reason for refusing to deal with Hamas. Yet the 
demand for recognition of Israel’s right to exist as 
a Jewish state presupposes a priority of Israeli over 
Palestinian interests in peace negotiations that is 
entirely at odds with a negotiating process intended 
to deliver equal justice to both sides. Why should 
Palestinian recognition of Israel’s moral legitimacy 
be the central focus of the peace process, when Israel 
does not recognize a similar moral Palestinian right 
to a sovereign, defensible state? This formulation 
bestows a superiority on Israel that should be 
unacceptable in any equitable negotiation. 
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The demand that Palestinians recognize Israel’s 
“right” to exist, rather than simply accept the fact 
of its existence, ignores the reality that Israel’s 
establishment as a majority Jewish state in a land 
populated overwhelmingly by non-Jews inflicted a 
grave injustice on Palestinians. Requiring Palestinians 
to put a seal of moral approval on this reality 
compounds the injustice. The fact that the Palestine 
Liberation Organization in 1988 acceded to this 
demand as a condition of its participation in peace 
negotiations puts no obligation on Hamas to follow 
suit, since Israel has never offered a reciprocal 
recognition of the Palestinian right to exist. 

Precisely because Palestine does not officially exist 
as a state, the basic issue should be Palestine’s — not 
Israel's- right to exist. Essentially, this is a struggle 
for Palestinian identity against a century-long effort 
to deny that there is such a thing as a Palestinian 
people and to turn Palestine into a Jewish land. The 
message of the Hamas election is that such denial is 
unacceptable, that the Palestinians will not agree to 
disappear or stop fighting if Israel is not required to 
stop expanding. The message is that Israel will never 
have peace until it recognizes the people it displaced 
as equals in the land. 
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Mediterranean Sea, ancestral home of anumt 
but not limited to the Canaanites, the Israeli 
the centuries in whole or in part by the’ 
Byzantine Empire, the'Arab Caliphs, the 

the European imperial powers — among: 
Yisrael, Philistia, Palashtu, Eretz Ha-IVim, Palestine, 
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[2 I RECENTLY MET THE MAN WHO COULD TURN 
out to be the Nelson Mandela, or at least the 

Gerry Adams, of the Middle East. To the Israeli 
government, Marwan Barghouti is a terrorist, 
convicted on five counts of murder. To Palestinians 
he is their hero, the only man who could replace 
Yasser Arafat. From a tiny, white-walled cell in a 
prison north of Tel Aviv, Barghouti was campaigning 
for the Palestinian elections. 

I first met Barghouti during the intifada in 2001. 
A Ramallah street leader in a leather jacket, 
he was half the height of the youths 
lobbing rocks at Israeli soldiers, but 
the crowd parted for him. Prison 
has made him even more powerful 
and popular. Aged 46, Barghouti 
topped the list for Fatah, Arafat’s 
old faction. The current president, 
Mahmoud Abbas, is seen as an 
interim figure — everyone is waiting 
for Barghouti. 

After three years in solitary 
confinement, Barghouti now 
lives with 118 other Palestinian 
prisoners. Dressed in a brown 
prison uniform, he was talking to 
other prisoners outside his cell; 
normally he is locked in for 21 
hours a day. I introduced myself, 
and he turned his back, uninterested. 
“I saw your wife yesterday,” I said. 
He swung round. “Where? How is she doing? 

Is she all right?” “She was campaigning in Hebron,” 
I said. “She's doing well." 

Thad met Fadwa Barghouti twice in the previous 
few days. A plump, unglamorous figure, she looked 
drained. For three years, she was not permitted to see 
her husband, but now she can make regular visits. 

It is her job to carry his message to the electorate. 

Barghouti invited me into the cell, and we sat on 
his low bed opposite the bunks where his cell mates 
sleep. Pictures of his family were taped to the walls: 
Fadwa and his four children, including his eldest 
son, Qassam, also in jail. From a box under the bed, 
he pulled out books in English, Arabic and Hebrew, 
which he speaks fluently: tomes on the Middle East 
— Dennis Ross, Edward Said — poetry by Mahmoud 
Darwish, the writings of Paolo Coelho. He is 
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studying leadership, reading the autobiographies 
of Bill Clinton and Margaret Thatcher and the 
most recent Hebrew biography of his nemesis, 
Ariel Sharon. 

“We need two leaders who are ready to take 
decisions, critical decisions, to take risks and to 
decide, from the Israeli side and the Palestinian side," 
Barghouti said, his English clear and deliberate. “I 
think that my people are ready for peace with the 
Israeli people." 

A poster plastered all over Gaza and the West 
Bank shows him entering court in 2004, raising his 
handcuffed wrists in defiance. *I don't recognise 
Israel's right to sentence a 
Palestinian member of parliament," 
he said. The Israelis produced 
documents which indicated that 
he had approved payments to 
suicide bombers, but — while 
refusing to enter a plea — he denies 
responsibility for the murder of 
Israeli civilians. He maintains the 
line he held before being arrested: 
that the Palestinians have the right 
to resist occupation, but should not 
kill civilians. 

“No one can justify killing 
civilians — children, women, 
anywhere in this world," he said. 
“They should be outside of the 
game. In Palestine or in Israel." 
Israel's assassination of Palestinian 
militants and its continued occupation 
had, he said, stymied a debate on suicide bombings. 
“More than any time, the Palestinians were very 
close to taking a decision on that. But Israelis in the 
intifada killed 800 Palestinian children." 

One of Barghouti's closest associates in prison is 
Sheikh Abdel Nasser Issa, from the new generation 
of Hamas leaders. It was the Hamas prisoners who 
persuaded the leadership outside to participate in the 
elections; Barghouti's influence is believed to have 
been essential. *Hamas is part of the Palestinian 
people and they have the right to participate," he 
said. *I welcome this historic decision from Hamas, 
because it means they are ready to work according to 
the rules of democracy." 

Many Israelis are not convinced. Hamas has a 
ceasefire now – again partly because of Barghouti's 
influence — but its official position is that it has the 





right to use any means to destroy Israel. Yet even Israeli 
politicians understand that Barghouti has a greater 
chance of influencing Hamas to accept a two-state 
solution than any other Palestinian leader. 

As we left, I talked to one of the prison officers. 
“Before I worked here, I only saw Palestinians through 
the sights of my gun,” he said. “But here I talk to them, 
especially Barghouti. I think he’s a terrorist. I disagree 
with him, But in the end he must be released. After all, 
you make peace with your enemy, not your friend.” 

Barghouti shrugs. “You know what happened 
in South Africa. Finally they went to Mandela and 
negotiated. In Ireland, they talked. Finally. And they 
released all the prisoners. The British government 
considered them terrorists. I think we are freedom 
fighters. I see myself as a Palestinian resident who will 
exercise his right in a Palestinian democratic state. 

This is my dream.” 


Lindsey Hilsum is international editor for Channel 4 
News. This piece first appeared in the New Statesman. 
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бш}; н CALLS HIMSELF “THE Jesus CHRIST OF 
politics,” but he’s really the devil with a face-lift. 
Italian Prime Minister Silvio Berlusconi is facing 
elections in April and the fate of that country’s 
democratic soul hangs in the balance. 

Berlusconi has shown nothing but contempt 
for the checks and balances to power during 
his tenure as prime minister. He has scorned the 
country’s top judges and attempted to strong-arm 
legislators to protect his power 
and avoid prosecution for alleged 
criminal dealings. 

While progressives inside and 
outside Italy are hoping for his 
ouster, Berlusconi has US President 
George Bush in his corner. After the 
prime minister’s recent Washington, 
DC visit to address a joint sitting 
of the US Congress, Bush praised 
Berlusconi for “bringing stability” 
to Italy — a direct reference to the 
historically short life spans of 
Italian governments. Berlusconi is 
the longest serving prime minister 
since the Second World War. 





Corruption, instability and US meddling have 
marred Italian politics since the end of the war. 

In the early 19905, a major investigation dubbed 
“Clean Hands” uncovered widespread corruption 
between Italian government and big business. 
The investigation ensnared five ex-prime ministers 
and prominent member of the business elite. 

With the old political guard under attack, 
Berlusconi burst onto the political stage and became 
the embodiment of the very thing Clean Hands aimed 
to stop. A billionaire who controlled major television 
channels, supermarkets, and a top soccer club, 
Berlusconi won the prime minister’s office in 1994 
as head of a party named after a soccer chant. Several 
months later, his right-wing coalition government 
collapsed amidst in-fighting and Berlusconi’s tax 
fraud indictment. In 2001, however, he rose from 
the political grave to the top office again. But the 
stench of corruption continued to follow him, and 
he has faced more than 400 corruption investigations 
= though each time he has slithered away free. 

Italians, it would seem, are only able to elect 
unstable governments or ones led by weasels 
like Berlusconi. 

Still, no matter what happens in the April 9 
election, there is ample indication that Italian 
voters seem to be growing weary of Berlusconi. 

They hammered his right-wing coalition in regional 
elections last spring, but the opposition is fragmented 
and Berlusconi’s control of large swaths of the major 
local media makes it hard to push him off his perch. 

If Berlusconi is indeed the Jesus Christ of politics, 
he is long overdue for a crucifixion. 

Jorge Barrera 
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Wig» Dusk is gathering around Tony Blair. And while 
most politicians dwell on legacies in their twilight, 
he is said to be a man obsessed. Despite nine years in 
office, landslide elections and little opposition, time 
is running out. Because what Blair cannot and will 
not accept is that if he has any legacy at all, then its 
name is surely Iraq. 

“We don't do God,” Alastair Campbell once told 
reporters. Maybe he should remind his former boss. 
On a recent TV appearance Blair mused, “I think if 
you have faith you realize judgment is made by other 
people. If you believe in God, it's made by God." 

This was gleefully translated as “God made me do 
it,” Blairs Dubya moment. A year before, Blair was 
certain “history” would deliver its verdict on him. 
Now he no longer trusted the 
views of men, even decades into 
the future; it was left to God. 

Perhaps this stemmed not 
just from Iraqi bloodshed but 
a hemorrhaging of the US-UK 
special relationship. What exactly 
had Blair’s loyalty won? Mild 
US interest in Palestine? The 
UN's continued survival? Then 
Bush appointed John Bolton 
as ambassador to the UN and 
the Blairites went quiet. The 
infamous decision to take the 
“UN route”to war? It might 
have horribly backfired, but 
no one denied Blair earned it. 
Other favors were also spun 
disappointments. Blair got 
Britons out of Guantanamo, but 
why were they there at all? He also calmed a US-UK 
steel trade war, waged by his special friend. 

But Bush saved the ultimate betrayal for 
what should have been Blair’s finest hour, the 
G8 Gleneagles summit, a chance to build an 
international legacy outside of Iraq. Blair’s hopes 
were wrecked by the 7/7 attacks, but not before 
Bush delivered his bombshell first. 

When asked if he would deliver the same 
unswerving support as Blair had given him on Iraq, 
Bush replied “I don’t really view our relationship 
as quid pro quo,” a half smile playing on his lips. 
The Oxbridge lawyer had been outclassed by a 





slow-witted frat boy. London’s trauma, 24 hours 
later, merely finished off the derailment of Blair’s 
global warming and debt-focused agenda to Dubya’s 
favorite topic, the war on terror. 

What was left? Europe? Blair clung to his six- 
month tenure of the presidency, but was tarnished by 
a lack of trust. By December’s budget negotiations, 
he was isolated, ridiculed and branded the “Sheriff 
of Nottingham” by EU commissioner José Manuel 
Barroso for trying to reduce contributions to 
coalition allies, like Poland, while keeping a sizable 
rebate. “We are isolated and alone in the European 
Union. Completely alone,” noted UK Independence 
Party MEP Nigel Farage. 

So Blair retreated to picking over his homegrown 
legacy. But the voters no longer cared how many 
more teachers (28,000), or police (13,000) he 
delivered. Perhaps because, 
according to a CNN poll, 51 
percent of them thought he was 
a liar. 

But the ultimate threat was 
his would-be successor Gordon 
Brown. It’s folklore that Blair 
made a power-sharing deal 
during the 1994 leadership race, 
when a Labour government was 
still a dream, promising to step 
down after a couple of terms, 
and certainly before he became 
a liability. But Blair's ratings 
sank, proposed handovers came 
and went; yet he came to believe 
that if he could only stay the 
course everything would come 
right. Hence his surprise 2004 
announcement to fight the next 
election as PM and serve a full third term. Brown, on 
a flight to Washington for an 1МЕ meeting, heard the 
news only upon arrival. There would, according to 
insiders, “never again be any semblance of trust.” 

So Blair remains in office, awaiting vindication, 
trapped by fears that his legacy is not safe with 
Brown, just as Brown fears a poisoned inheritance. 
Perhaps the best Blair should have hoped for was 
to leave nothing too appalling to remember him by. 
But on that count, as the corpses of 100,000 lraqi 
civilians attest, he has manifestly failed. As Mary 
Riddell wrote in Tbe Observer, *Don't wait for God 
to judge you. We will judge you." 
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Wl never ONE TO SHY AWAY FROM STIRRING UP 
the anti-immigrant pot, Australian Prime Minister 
John Howard recently incited the country’s Islamic 
community by asserting that aspects of Muslim life 
were incompatible with Australian culture. Speaking 
to Rupert Murdoch’s newspaper The Australian, 
Howard took a swing at Muslims who are “utterly 
antagonistic to our kind of society” and insisted that 
“you can’t find any equivalent in Italian, or Greek, 
or Lebanese, or Chinese immigration to Australia. 
There is no equivalent of raving on about jihad, that 
is the major problem.” 

A week later, Finance Minister Peter Costello 
denounced what he called “mushy, misguided 
multiculturalism” and insisted that those who did 
not assimilate should lose their citizenship. He 
could have left it at that, but then chose to single 
out Muslims by asserting that anyone who wants 
to live according to sharia law was not welcome in 
Australia. 

Islamic reaction was predictable. “He has no 





reason to raise the issue of Islam,” Keysar Trad, 
founder of the Islamic Friendship Association of 
Australia, told The Associated Press. “Why drag 
Islam into it other than for the reason of taking a 





cheap shot at a beleaguered community.” 

Meanwhile, One Nation MP Pauline Hanson 
— arguably Australia’s most famous xenophobe – was 
“delighted that [Costello has] finally woken up to 
common sense and is listening to the Australian 
people.” 

With this divisiveness coming on the heels of last 
December's race-riots in Cronulla, it's not hard to 
imagine more beach brawls — or something worse 
= in the future. 





аф. Australians might disagree about whether 
they're part of Asia, but they do appreciate that 
they enjoy proximity to China and India – and are 
therefore well-positioned to profit off the fact that 
those two countries will house the bulk of the global 
middle class in the coming decades. So now it's just 
a matter of positioning themselves properly vis-à-vis 
the two giants, without irking either. 

It's a tricky game, however, made even trickier by 
Australia's close relationship with the US. Just as 
the Aussies were negotiating with China to supply 
it with uranium for non-military purposes, US 
President George Bush offered his unsought opinion 
that Australia should do the same with India. Then, 
prior to Condoleezza Rice's arrival in Sydney for 
talks with her Australian and Japanese counterparts, 
the US Secretary of State indicated 
that she wanted to focus in part on 
preventing China from becoming 
a "negative force" in the Asia- 
Pacific region. Australia's foreign 
minister Alexander Downer had to 
promptly insist that, in fact, reining 
China in was not on the agenda. 

Still, despite all this noise, 
free trade negotiations between 
Australia and China are 
continuing, and Howard just 
signed a framework with India to 
expedite closer, strategic economic 
cooperation. It's funny how 
diplomatic awkwardness tends to 
be smoothed over by dollar signs 
and trade agreements. 











WESTERN FASHION CONTRASTS WITH 
TRADITIONAL MUSLIM GARB ON THE 
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ш} WHEN GEORGE BUSH TRAVELS ABROAD, FEW 
countries are genuinely pleased to welcome him. 
Japan, however, is a notable exception, not least 
because many of its political leaders and citizens 
share the right-wing reactionary tendencies of Dubya 
and those in the red states who voted for him. 

To be sure, many Japanese are as disgusted with 
Bush - and with their own Prime Minister's right- 
wing views — as the rest of the world is. But over 
the past decade, they have dwindled in number as 
Japanese society has swung to the right under a new 
generation of politicians, academics, media pundits 
and opinion leaders. 

From 1945 until about 1995, Japan's foreign policy 
was America's. While most Americans see Japan's 
recovery under the US-led Occupation between 1945 
and 1952 as a major victory for democracy in Asia, 
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the truth is more complex. In a Faustian bargain 
with former war criminals, right wing nationalists, 
and organized crime, the US, via the CIA, propped 
up a succession of Japanese politicians who were 
rabid anticommunists. As long as such politicians 
guaranteed that US troops could remain in Japan, 
few people in Washington cared about their private 
political views on Japan's recent past or relations 
with its Asian neighbors. 

This arrangement served political leaders on both 
sides until the 1980s. Between 1985 and roughly 
1991, Japan seemed ready to conquer the world 
economically, and this was cause for friction, 
especially in the US. But within Japan, there was talk 
of the age of “internationalization,” a time when 
Japan would throw off it's traditional isolationism 
and conservatism, and use its economic power to 





tackle a host of international political, social and 
humanitarian challenges. 

By 1991, however, the Cold War in Europe was 
over and, after centuries of slumber, China was 
awaking economically. At the same time, Japan’s 
economy crashed, unleashing a flood of political, 
financial and social scandals. The result was not only 
a recession but also a level of disillusionment not 
seen since the end of World War II. It also put an end 
to much of the reformist, internationalist thinking of 
the bubble economy years. 

1995 was a key year. An earthquake in Kobe was 
followed by an incompetent response by the central 
government. Then, a bizarre religious cult attacked 
the Tokyo subway. Both events, along with the 
abovementioned scandals, convinced many Japanese 
that their country was in the middle of a profound 
moral crisis. A new generation of right-wingers 
stepped into this growing confusion and self-doubt. 

Unlike Japan’s traditional right-wing activists 
-= who wore military uniforms, drove around in large 
trucks blaring military music and crude right-wing 
propaganda messages at ear-splitting volume, and 
were generally viewed as cretins — the new generation 
of right-wing politicians, academics, authors, and 
media pundits was suave, urbane, erudite and 
media-friendly. They were in their 30s and 40s, were 
well-traveled, and often fluent in one or more foreign 
languages. They had been leftists before growing 
disillusioned and swinging to the right. By contrast, 
Japan's remaining left-wing activists and politicians 
were, increasingly, older and out of touch. They 
had no real vision for the post-Cold War era and 
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no empathy with the kinds of social and economic 
hardships many ordinary Japanese — especially 
younger Japanese — were facing. 

Nor was the new generation of right-wingers as 
directly connected to the yakuza, Japan’s criminal 
gangs. Historically, the two groups had always been 
close and had often supported each other. In the 
postwar period, both groups funded politicians in 
the ruling Liberal Democratic Party and supplied 
thugs to corporations looking for strikebreakers 
or to intimidate workplace unions. In 1960, the 
Japanese Prime Miniser — a convicted war criminal 
— brought in right-wing thugs and the yakuza to beat 
up Japanese opposed to the revision of the US-Japan 
Security Treaty. 

But by the early 1990s, the Japanese public was 
sick of the gangsters, and in 1993, a set of tough new 
laws were passed that greatly restricted traditional 
yakuza activities. Recognizing that times had 
changed, and that they would be shunned or arrested 
if they associated with the yakuza as openly as their 
fathers and grandfathers had, the new right-wingers 
went out of their way to change the perception that 
they were buddies with the yakuza. 

Instead, they presented themselves as ordinary 
people asking common sense questions about 
subjects that their elders on both the right and the 
left had considered taboo. They harped that the age 
of traditional left-right ideology was over and that 
it was time to look at Japan’s position in the world 
from a “practical” standpoint. They also called for 
a past accounting of historical issues, which meant 
convincing the Japanese public that they had been. 





disease has long 
plagued Japan's 
politicians, who 
can be counted 
on to utter stupid, 
racist comments 
on a regular basis. 
But current Foreign Minister Taro Aso is 
particularly afflicted by the condition. 
Since becoming Foreign Minister 
late last year, Mr. Aso has angered 
China, first by expressing support for 
a War museum that glorifies Japan's 





militaristic past and then by charging, 
without proof, that a Japanese 

diplomat who committed suicide 

was blackmailed by a Chinese female 
intelligence agent - a remark he was 
forced to retract. Aso also drew protests 
from the two Koreas and China by 
suggesting Emperor Akihito should visit 
Yasukuni Shrine, a monument to Japan's 
wartime exploits – a comment he was 
again forced to retract. As if this weren't 
bad enough, Aso angered Taiwan by 
suggesting Japan's colonial rule of the 
island had raised education standards. 


Taro Aso is the grandson of one of 
Japan's most influential Prime Ministers, 
Shigeru Yoshida, an arch-conservative 
who played a major role in binding. 
Japan to the US after World War II. 
Before becoming Foreign Minister, 

Aso was involved with the shadowy 
Japan Conference, a right-wing, 
ultranationalist organization that claims 
over one million members. 

In September, current Prime Minister 
Junichiro Koizumi steps down. Aso is 
one of five people who are considered 
to be possible replacements. 


brainwashed by an American-introduced education 
system after the war, and that, in fact, the Rape of 
Nanking had never occurred, Korean sex slaves were 
willing volunteers, and Japan had simply wanted to 
liberate Asia from the White Man. 

Such arguments had always been present. But 
in the midst of the confusion, disillusionment and 
economic uncertainties that surrounded Japan in 
the mid to late 1990s, the right wing found a more 
receptive audience and moved from the fringes to the 
mainstream. They were always on message, always 
available to the media, and always seemed to have 
the answers to Japan’s woes. 

To get their message out, the new right wing used 
a form of media very familiar not only to young 
people in Japan but also to many in the West: manga 
comic books. In the mid 1990s, a manga artist 
named Yoshinori Kobayashi began getting more 
recognition for his cartoons that 
denied the Rape of Nanking, 
justified Japan's colonial rule 
of Korea and, in general, 
promoted a host of right-wing 
ideas. By the turn of the century, 
Kobayashi was being treated as 
a serious and informed expert 
by the mainstream media for his 
comments on Japan's past and 
present relations with East Asia. 

Last year, right-wing manga reached a new 
milestone, when an anti-Korea comic book which 
contained not only revisionist views of history but 
also called the Koreans liars and cheaters, sold nearly 
400,000 copies — in a country where 20,000 copies is 
considered a best-seller. A similiar manga portraying 
the Chinese as the Yellow Peril also sold well. 

Kobayashi’s fortunes changed at a time when the 
new right wing was slowly taking over from the 
older generations of politicians who had come up 
under the Cold War system. These new politicians 
managed to pass several key pieces of legislation that 
had long been desired by the right wing, including 
the recognition of a WW II-era anthem exhorting 
sacrifice to the Emperor as the official national 
anthem, A number of the new wave of right- 
wingers were women who — although more liberal 
on domestic policies than their male counterparts 
— were more conservative and reactionary than their 
male counterparts when it came to Japan’s historical 
record or its relations with the rest of the world. 


As long as Japan 
continues to say what the 
Pentagon wants to hear, 
few Washington politicos 
will be troubled by 
Japan’s lurch to the right. 


With a firm victory for the Prime Minister in the 
September 2005 elections, Japan continues to move 
to the right. As in all effective right-wing campaigns, 
the underlying political strategy has been to play 
upon the prejudices and fears of the public. By 
whipping up fears of Chinese economic power, North 
Korean missiles, Western notions of democracy and 
history, or cultural dominance by either China or 
America over “traditional” Japanese values, Japan’s 
right wing has found its messages resonate, especially 
with the baby boomer generation that soon faces 
retirement concerns and is searching for some sense 
of collective pride and feeling of self-worth. 

One theory in vogue among Asian experts is 
that Japan could become the “Austria of Asia,” 

a prosperous country with a strong work ethic, a 
refined culture and a very high standard of living, but 
one with a right-wing, slightly xenophobic citizenry 
not too concerned about being a 
world leader. 

The US ~ or at least the Bush 
administration, the Pentagon, 
and the US corporations that 
form the heart of the military/ 
industrial complex — is not 
concerned by the rise of the 
right wing in Japan because, as 
was the case in the Cold War, 
the new right wing is friendly 
to US interests, namely, military cooperation in the 
form of American bases in Japan that preserve US 
hegemony in northeast Asia. There is also a proposed 
joint missile defense system, in which American and 
Japanese firms have billions of dollars at stake. 

As Eric Hoffer noted in his seminal work, The 
True Believer, a devil always acts as a strong unifying 
agent. For the US and Japan, the devil drawing them 
together is China. As long as Japan continues to say 
what the Pentagon wants to hear and does what the 
Bush administration and its corporate allies want 
with regards to US goals in Asia, few Washington 
politicos will be troubled over what their Faustian 
bargain with Japan's right wing — now six decades 
old — might mean for either ordinary Japanese or 
ordinary Americans. 


Eric Jobnston is Deputy Editor of The Japan Times 
and is based in Osaka. He is currently working on a 
book about Japan's nuclear power industry. 


The Republicans succeed because they 


keep it simple, ruthless and mythic. 


— Maureen Dowd 


I am such a strong admirer and supporter of George 
W. Bush that if he suggested eliminating the income 
tax or doubling it, I would vote yes on first blush. 


— Jerry Falwell 


Is RIGHT-WING AMERICA 
BECOMING FASCIST? 


CONSERVATIVES, OF COURSE, LOVE TO EXPRESS 
outrage at such suggestions. They're especially 
sensitive to comparisons of George Bush to Hitler 
and Republican figures to various Nazis. So they 
dismiss such talk as unworthy of anything but an 
eye-rolling dismissal. 

This reaction is somewhat justified. While the 
relentless advance of the conservative movement's 
agenda is scary, the American right is not genuinely 
fascist — at least, not yet. And overusing the term in 
contexts that are only marginally appropriate simply 
increases the likelihood that liberals who do so will 
be the contemporary version of the boy who cried 
wolf: when the real thing appears, no one will 
believe them. 

It’s also popularly believed that fascism could 
never take root in the good ol’ usa, land of the free. 
But fascism, according to some scholars, probably 
originated in America with the Ku Klux Klan, and 
it has been here, circulating in the system like a 
persistent virus, all these years since. 





to the far fringes of the right: white supremacists, 
neo-Nazis, anti-Semites, militiamen, Contrary to the 
popular stereotype, however, these people do not, 
for the most part, come with horns and pitchforks or 
looking like skinheads. They look, dress, talk, and 
act like most ordinary Americans. What separates 
them from the rest of the body politic is, rather, their 
extremist worldviews. Certainly, at one time their 





i views were nothing out of the mainstream for most 
і of America. They're intent on making it that way 


again. And in the past decade and a half, they’ve 
been more successful than most people realize. 

But then, most people barely understand what 
fascism really is. 

One of the abiding misconceptions about fascism 


: on both right and left sides of the political aisle is 
the notion that it can be reduced to a core set of 


ideological principles, much like communism or 


¿ anarchism. This is why so many people reach for 
і easy dictionary definitions when trying to deal 

i with it. 

In the past half-century it has mostly been relegated = 


As Robert O. Paxton has demonstrated 


$ 





Creative destruction is our middle name, both within our 
own society and abroad. We tear down the old order every 
day, from business to science, literature, art, architecture, 
and cinema to politics and the law. Our enemies have always 
hated this whirlwind of energy and creativity, which menaces 
their traditions (whatever they may be) and shames them for 
their inability to keep pace. . . . They must attack us in order 
to survive, just as we must destroy them to advance our 
historic mission. 
— Michael Ledeen, fellow at the American Enterprise 
Institute and foreign editor at the American Spectator 





The feminist agenda is not about equal rights 
for women. It is about a socialist, anti-family 
political movement that encourages women 
to leave their husbands, kill their children, 
practice witchcraft, destroy capitalism, and 
become lesbians. 

— Pat Robertson, televangelist and 

past US presidential candidate 








authoritatively in his 2004 book, The Anatomy of 
Fascism, the mutative nature of fascism makes such 
definitions nearly impossible, and almost invariably 
off the mark. 

Probably the closest we've come to a singular 
definition is Oxford scholar Roger Griffin's 
“palingenetic ultranationalist populism” 
(“palingenesis” referring to the centrality of the 
myth of a Phoenix-like national rebirth from ashes), 
a definition which represents the traits that remain 








į constant in fascism through all the stages of its 


development. Paxton himself has noted a similar 
constant, namely, the fascist insistence that it alone 
represents the authentic identity of the nation in 
which it arises. He also describes fascism as “right- 
wing totalitarian rule imposed by popular acclaim.” 
Because fascism is more a political pathology 
than a single, readily identifiable principle, Paxton 
(and others like Stanley Payne and Umberto Eco) 


: has come up with a descriptive explanation of 





Why is this man in the White House? 
The majority of Americans did not 
vote for him. Why is he there? And 
I tell you this morning that he's in the 
White House because God put him 
there for a time such as this. 
— Lt. Gen. William Boykin, 
US deputy undersecretary of defense 


the phenomenon. Fascism, he writes, is fuelled by 
nine “mobilizing passions” that on their own seem 
innocuous enough, even readily familiar, part of the 
traditional American political hurly-burly. But taken 
in combination, they become something lethal. 

Of these nine “passions,” fully five of them 
accurately describe real traits of American movement 
conservatives: 

+ the primacy of the group, toward which one has 

duties superior to every right, whether universal 





This is no time to be precious about locating the exact 
individuals directly involved in this particular terrorist attack. 
Those responsible include anyone anywhere in the world 
who smiled in response to the [9/11 attacks]. . . We should 
invade their countries, kill their leaders and convert them 

to Christianity. We weren't punctilious about locating and 
punishing only Hitler and his top officers. We carpet-bombed 
German cities; we killed civilians. That's war. And this is war. 


— Ann Coulter, 
syndicated columnist 





or individual, and the subordination of the 
individual to it; 


+ the belief that one's group is a victim, a sentiment 


which justifies any action, without legal or moral 
limits, against the group’s enemies, both internal 
and external; 


+ dread of the group's decline under the corrosive 


effect of individualistic liberalism, class conflict, 
and alien influences; 


- the need for closer integration of a purer 


community, by consent if possible, or by to associate weakness with femininity; and to 
exclusionary violence if necessary; oriate the feminine and glorify the masculine. 
< the superiority of the leader's instincts over irlie men" was only the tip of the rhetorical 














abstract and universal reason. iceberg in this regard. 

There are other lesser, more stylistic similarities to - A fondness for depicting their enemies and their 
fascism that have reared their head among American opposition as objects fit for elimination. In some 
conservatives as well: cases, they are described as animals — typically 

+ A propensity to view the weak with contempt; either vermin or vicious killers. A secondary, 

The war against terrorism is a new kind of war The nature of the new war 
places a high premium on other factors, such as the ability to quickly obtain 
information from captured terrorists and their sponsors in order to avoid further 
atrocities or war crimes, such as wantonly killing civilians. In my judgment, this 
new paradigm renders obsolete [the Geneva Convention's] strict limitations on 
questioning of enemy prisoners and renders quaint some of its provisions . . . 
memorandum from Alberto Gonzales 
to George W. Busb, dated Jan. 25, 2002 





GETOWN LAW FORUM GEORGE” GEORGETOWN 


GEORGETOWN LAW FORUM 5 AW FORUM 


AW FORUM 


E 


US attorney general Alberto Gonzales stepped 
up to the lectern at the Georgetown University 
Law Center and began explaining why the 
White House's invasive surveillance program 
was both necessary and lawful. Many in the 
audience begged to differ, however, and in the 
middle of Gonzales' speech, nearly 30 students 
got out of their seats one-by-one and turned 
their back to him in protest. Then, five students 
wearing Abu Ghraib-style black hoods walked 
into the room and held up a banner with 
Benjamin Franklin's warning that "Those who 
would sacrifice liberties in the name of security 
deserve neither." 

An unimpressed Gonzales carried on with 
his speech and then conveniently left without 
taking questions. A panel of law professors then 
proceeded to rip his argument apart. 
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but much more common, version of this is to 
identify them with the nation's enemies. 

+ A resulting eliminationist rhetoric advocating the 
utter exclusion of entire blocs of the electorate, 
especially immigrants and the gay and lesbian 
community, as well as, on an even broader scale, 
liberals generically. 

While these similarities show that the American 
conservative movement has become, in its basic 
architecture, a kind of precursor to fascism, some 
important elements are still missing: 

+ Its agenda, under the guise of representing 
mainstream conservatism, is not openly 
revolutionary, 

+ While increasingly a one-party state, it is not yet 
a dictatorship, 

+ It does not yet rely on physical violence and 
campaigns of gross intimidation to obtain power 
and suppress opposition. 

+ American democracy has not yet reached the 
genuine stage of 
crisis required for 
full-blown fascism to 
take root, 

There’s little doubt 

that the events of 
September r1, 2001, 
created the conditions 
under which democracy 
in America could face a crisis. The eternal and 
limitless *war on terror" created an executive branch 
with extraordinary powers exceeding those of any 
previous *wartime president," if only because the 
war itself was both universal and endless, strangely 
amorphous, almost mythical, and yet all too real in 
the deaths it produces. Moreover, it has occurred 
ata time when the nation is more bitterly and 
rancorously divided and politically volatile than any 
time in the memory of most Americans living today. 
The levels of distrust and conflict exist both on a 
national scale and the deeply personal one. 

The role of a metastasizing conservative movement 
in this environment has been profound. Nearly all of 
the fascist-seeming trends in the national discourse 
are closely associated with the movement's rise in 
the 19905, particularly under the banner of the 
propaganda war waged by Rush Limbaugh and his 
minions, who have shown no hesitation in adopting 
ideas and memes straight out of the American far 
right, building ideological and political bridges with 








The truth is this: America is one 
of the nations in which fascism 
may yet again manifest itself. 








real extremists. The effect was a gravitational pull 
that dragged the movement further rightward almost. 
naturally. It also introduced a level of eliminationist 
nastiness previously unseen in mass media. 

Though the near-monolithic Republican rule 
imposed on the nation since the 2000 election 
has taken on a number of traits that legitimately 
raise the specter of fascism, in the end, we still 
have not reached an actual state of crisis. Any fair 
examination of the current state of the American 
right has to conclude that it is not genuinely fascist, 

At least, not yet. 

To the extent that the nation finds itself in the 
throes of a real crisis of governance; that we demand 
utter fealty to the national identity, even at the 
expense of civil liberties, democratic institutions, or 
democracy itself; that we identify liberalism as the 
root of all evil in America, as a domestic enemy little 
distinguishable from those from abroad; that we 
justify acts of monstrousness by pointing to our own 
victimhood; that we 
rely on the “strength” 
and instincts of our 
leaders instead of their 
wisdom and powers 
of reason, and grant 
them near-totalitarian 
powers (particularly 
in “wartime”) in the 
process; that we allow violence to become part of 
the political landscape; and that we pursue an insane 
apocalyptic vision of world domination – then, to 
that same extent, we put flesh to the fascist bones 
and make it real. 

Can it happen in America? The truth is thi 
America is one of the nations in which fascism may 
yet again manifest itself in this, the epoch of mass 
politics. Preventing this from happening hinges 
on the extent to which Americans themselves see 
it, recognize it, and stand up to it. In the end, that 
will depend not just on liberals but on genuine 
conservatives as well. 











David Neiwert is an author and freelance journalist 
based in Seattle, editor of the weblog Orcinus, 

and winner of the National Press Club award for 
distinguished online journalism. His most recent 
book is Strawberry Days: How Internment Destroyed 
a Japanese American Community. 
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WE WHEN THE WATER RATES IN COCHABAMBA, 
Bolivia skyrocketed overnight, many people found 
themselves having to choose between food and water. 
Given a choice between two basic necessities, they 
chose revolution instead. 

This January, exactly six years after the water 
revolt began, the people of Cochabamba declared 
victory, ending a battle that pitted South America's 
poorest nation against multinational engineering 
giant Bechtel Corporation. 

In the late 1990s, the World Bank made financial 
assistance to Bolivia dependent on the privatization 
of the city's public water system. A Bechtel subsidiary 
took over the water supply in 1999 and instituted 
rate hikes of as much as 200 percent. The people of 
Cochabamba responded by forming the Coalition 
in Defense of Water and Life – known as La 
Coordinadora - to fight for their water rights. 

Over the next four months, strikes and rallies 
organized by La Coordinadora shut down the city 
of Cochabamba three times. Thousands of people 
flocked to the city's central plaza with the rallying 
cry, El Agua es Nuestra Carajo! (“The Water is Ours, 
Damn It!"). In clashes with Bolivian soldiers, 175 
people were injured, an unarmed boy was killed and 
several coalition leaders were arrested. When people 
refused to pay their water bills, Bechtel threatened 
to cut off their water supply. The Democracy Center 
distributed on-the-ground updates around the world 
by email, and the Cochabambinos’ campaign gained 
international attention and support. 

In 2000, the people won their first major battle 
when the Bolivian government cancelled the 
privatization contract. Bechtel refused to walk 
away, however, and in 2002, the company filed a 
legal case in a World Bank trade court seeking $50 
million from Bolivia for losses and unearned profits. 
La Coordinadora and its allies organized a four- 
year global campaign calling on Bechtel to drop the 
case. Last month, the company agreed to settle in 
exchange for a token payment equal to 30 cents. 

Oscar Olivera, a leader of La Coordinadora, 
summed up the significance the victory: “When we 
thought that the most important human values had 
been wrested from us, when we thought we were 
incapable of overcoming fear, of having the ability 
to organize and unite, when we no longer believed 
we could make our voices heard, then our humble, 





simple, and hard-working people — men, women, 
children and the elderly — demonstrated to 
the country and to the world that all this is 
still possible." 
Laura Fauth 
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lui A GROUP OF BRIGHTLY CLAD WOMEN AND 
meticulously groomed men gather in the unforgiving 
heat of Accra’s most congested slum. Women wipe 
the sweat from their brows with handkerchiefs 
that they alternately use to swat away flies. A man 
stands in the center of the group and is making a 
fiery speech. He is a member of the Ghana Homeless 
People’s Federation, an offshoot of Slum Dwellers 
International (sp1), a global grassroots movement 
that is taking the pry concept and doing it right. 

These men and women have a lot on their agenda: 
building toilets, clearing roads, constructing drainage 
systems and collecting enough money to make it all 
happen. Soon after this meeting is over, a designated 
member will visit families in her community with 
a tin canister in hand. Tattered bills will be thrown 
into the pot; bills that were earned doing things like 
laying cement, selling food or sewing clothes. 

The idea is one person with one dollar may be 
economically impotent, but 30,000 people with 
one dollar each can pull a mighty political punch. 
The collective economy has proven effective, most 
noticeably where the idea for sp1 was born, in 
Mumbai, India. In the mid 1980s, a group of women 
pavement dwellers developed savings cooperatives. 
They then scoured the city looking for land that 
wasn’t being used and approached the government 
with not just a housing plan but some capital to back 
it up. The powers that be responded. 
ce then, federations have emerged from South 
Africa to Brazil, with members teaching each other 
new tactics by visiting other communities. Someone 
from India may show up in Zimbabwe or someone 
from Ghana in Cambodia. They exchange ideas 
about everything from how to build a toilet to how 
to successfully lobby the government for clean water. 

It’s a potent global groundswell of activism that 
takes development out of the offices of international 
agencies and puts it into the hands of the urban poor. 
And it shows no sign of slowing down. 

Jaime Jacques 





THE WORLD 15 BREAKING Down INTO SMALLER BITS 


GLOBALLY, THINGS HAVE BEEN 
falling apart since 1945. The five 
empires that existed then — English, 
French, Spanish, Portuguese, 

and Soviet — have all collapsed, 
spinning off scores of smaller, 
independent states. The United 
Nations began with 51 nations in 1945, today it has 





seven, And there are strong and serious movements 
for the further breakdown of nations in Catalonia, 
Basque country, Scotland, Lapland, Sardinia, Sicily, 
Sudan, Congo, Kashmir, Aceh, Chechnya, Dagestan, 
South Osettia, Kurdistan, Quebec and a number of 
North American Indian nations. It is not too much 
to say that globalism has failed. 

The world’s breakdown into smaller units is, by 
and large, a good trend - toward greater freedom, 
greater autonomy, and in some cases towards greater 
democracy as well. It has proved that smaller states 
are economically viable for the most part, a lesson 
that Liechtenstein, Luxemburg, Monaco, Iceland, 
Belgium and Singapore, among others, demonstrated 
long ago. Indeed, it is often the separation itself that 
has spurred economic life since new institutions 
and administrators are required and new goods 
and services are created to replace those provided 
by outsiders. 

Breakdown is even the trend, in a nascent way, in 
the United States, where there are by my count at 
least 28 separatist organizations, some decades old. 
The Vermont secessionist movement can boast of 
nearly a thousand members today, and has pushed 
through a state law for the annual observation of 
the day Vermont became an independent nation in 
1777. It has even conducted a convention to put the 
case for secession in the State House in the capital, 
Montpelier. And it has spun off a think-tank, 








says Kirkpatrick Sale 


: the Middlebury Institute, created to engage in 


“the study of separatism, secession, and self- 
determination” in the US and beyond. 
As hurricane Katrina showed so glaringly, the 


i US Federal government is a clumsy, bureaucratic, 


politicized, and insensitive instrument (and as 


¿ the rebuilding has shown, corrupt as well), and 

i communities that give themselves over to depending 
193. Czechoslovakia has split in two, Yugoslavia into £ 
į survive the next emergency, they will have to develop 
3 their own security infrastructure, grounded in local 


on it are in real trouble. If communities want to 


realities, resources and capabilities. This is exactly 
what a secessionist state would be best able to 
develop, at an efficient and democratic scale. 

Meanwhile, predictions of an impending economic 
collapse are growing more urgent. Dwindling oil 
supplies, sky-high gasoline prices, severe weather, the 
collapse of the dollar and the overstretch caused by 
an unsupportable national debt may well be upon us 
faster than many of us realize. If that happens, none 
of the global and national systems and corporations 
that now dominate the economy will survive. The 
global economy will collapse, and take the American 
empire down with it. 

At that point, self-sufficient communities, 

¡oregions, cities and states will arise. 

Of course it would be easiest to shrug off the 
impending doom as the predictions of madmen and 
malcontents, and to go about business as usual, but 
that would be very foolish. The only sensible thing to 
do is to start thinking and planning now about how 
to survive and even thrive on a smaller scale. 


Kirkpatrick Sale is the author of a dozen books, 
including the forthcoming After Eden: The Evolution 
of Human Domination. He is also the director of the 
Middlebury Institute. 
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BETTY FRIEDAN: 
A Lire AND DEATH IN FEMINISM 


ROE VERSUS WADE IS BACK WITHIN THE 
conservative crosshairs, a Midwest columnist 
proclaims “George Bush must be judged the first 
feminist president” in history, and Betty Friedan is 
dead. Should we bury the women’s movement too? 

Friedan “pulled the trigger on history,” as futurist 
Alvin Toffler put it, by writing The Feminine 
Mystique. It was not the first feminist book, nor the 
most radical, but it served as a wake-up call because 
it resonated so profoundly with the average wife 
and mother. The far-right magazine, Human Events, 
knew what it was doing when it put Friedan’s 1963 
polemic on its list of the Ten Most Harmful Books 
of the past two centuries. 

Its inspiration is now a piece of feminist folklore. 
Disillusioned with domesticity, Friedan sought 
work as a freelance writer and, while researching 
an article destined for a woman’s magazine, sent 
out a questionnaire for her college reunion, asking 
the class of 1942, “What do you wish you had done 
differently?” The ennui and despair that came back 
turned the light chatty piece she envisioned into an 
epic indictment of the housewife’s existence, that hit 
home from its very first page: “She was the dream 
image of the young American woman and the envy, 


it was said of women all over the world . . . freed 
by science and labor saving appliances from the 
drudgery, the dangers of childbirth and the illnesses 
of her grandmother.” Yet, “as she made the beds, 
shopped for groceries, matched slipcover material, 
ate peanut butter sandwiches with her children, 
chauffeured cub scouts and brownies, lay beside her 
husband at night — she was afraid to ask even of 
herself the silent question ‘is this all?’” 

The book was an instant bestseller, but few noticed 
Friedan’s political edge. She argued that women’s 
entrapment was caused by big business, which 
having ceased to enslave workers via the production 
process was now enslaving their wives through an 
addiction to consumption. 

What she did next was unmistakably political. 


: In 1966 Friedan met Pauli Murray, а black lawyer 

: who drafted civil rights legislation, and held an 

і overnight meeting with 20 activists, crammed into 

$ her hotel room. With its name scribbled on a paper 
t napkin and a starting budget of $135, the National 
Í Organization for Women, or Now, bloomed into the 
: largest group of its kind in the US. In the first rush, 


Now almost carried the Equal Rights Amendment. 


È In 1970 Friedan lead the Women's Strike for 


TM SONCRANIDION ARCHIEIGETTY IMAGES. 


Equality, and fought running battles for equal rights 
until her death aged 85. 

This is not to say that Friedan was feminism’s fairy 
godmother. In a less-than-kind obituary highlighting 
Friedan’s vanity and ego, Germaine Greer recalled, 
“Betty was not one to realize that she was being 
lifted on an existing wave; she thought she was the 
wave, that she had actually created the zeitgeist 
that was ready and hungry for her book. [But] as I 
see it, it's the three million readers of The Feminine 
Mystique that made the book great.” 

Belittling the mother-of-three for her sympathies 
towards men, diva-like tantrums - demanding a 
chauffer-driven car and a precious hospital respirator 
on a visit to Iran — and most depressingly of all, for 
her dress sense, Greer asserts that she wrote The 
Female Eunuch in part as a reaction to The Feminine 
Mystique. It’s certainly true that Friedan was a 
pugnacious character who was both stomped on 
and did her fair share of stomping within the public 
arena — famously coining 
the phrase “Lavender 
Menace” to express 
her distaste for rising 
lesbian radicalism, And 
by writing her seminal 
text from the point of 
view of an apolitical 
housewife from Peoria, Friedan provoked a storm 
of controversy by withholding her strident radical 
past in journalism and the labor movement, although 
whether her disingenuous stance was calculated to 
appeal to the widest possible audience, or simply 
a judicious smokescreen during the McCarthy era, 
Friedan never explained. However, a key truth of 
her book, its deeper vision — that women, like men, 
have a duty to their minds and talents and selves 
that cannot be fulfilled by living vicariously through 
husbands and children — remains as true today as the 
day it was written. Cooking, cleaning and shopping 
are, quite simply, not why we are here. 

But after stunning initial successes, feminist 
infighting increased as activists were filled with self- 
doubt, the classic female trait, and a malaise that the 
movement appeared to be going nowhere. What they 
failed to realize was that the momentum appeared to 
have slowed only because they had come so far, and 
forced the rest of society to catch up — muting the 





If you ever doubt how succes 
feminism was, try teaching The 
Feminine Mystique to young 
women. You might as well be 
teaching Jane Austen. 


1 stark relief of injustice that first spurred them on. 


As Julie McCrossin warned in Girls Own, 
“Movements for social change cope with internal 
differences while the movement is gaining ground 


і and is on the offensive. Internal divisions and debate 
act as catalysts for change and advance, [but] when 


the reaction sets in and we are defending our gains, 

we must be aware of the tendency for movements 

to turn in on themselves and to self-destruct.” 
Writing as far back as 1976 in an article titled 

“Is the Women’s Movement in Trouble?,” 

Roberta Lynch urged feminists to keep a historical 

perspective: “The women’s liberation movement 


і emerged in the late 1960s, the product of a social 
; movement that stressed equality and in a climate 
i that promised jobs and income for all. As the 


1970s dawned, the Nixon-Ford era was unfolding. 


і The hallmark of this period has been political 


reaction coupled with economic recession, rising 
unemployment, the gutting of affirmative action 
programs, massive social 
welfare cutbacks and 
the emergence of the 
right wing. In the face 
of this array of heavy 
artillery from corporate 
and government powers 
+ + it’s amazing that the 





sful 


і women's movement managed to survive at all.” 


But the infighting took hold and as the politics of 
sex became increasingly entrenched, many took aim 
at Friedan. The fact that she was not against men, 
just in favor of greater equality for women, was 
something those at the “Dead Men Don’t Rape” 
extreme never grasped — and never forgave her for. 
“I don't think a thousand vibrators would make 
much difference — or that it mattered who was in the 


: missionary position,” she wrote bluntly in a later 


book, “if unequal power positions in real life weren’t 


$ changed. It was the economic imbalance, the power 
і imbalance in the real world that subverted sex, 

: or made sex into a power game where no one 

t could win.” 


Still, as feminism became more distracted and 


t slowed its pace, with the easier obstacles overcome, it 
і became an easier 
È backlash. The г 
і had declined from its heyday in the baby-boomers” 





rget for an increasing conservative 
ous “family values” movement 











post-war childhoods, but had regrouped and through 
its corporate control of the media was able to 

scrawl crude caricatures of those it blamed for its 

fall from grace — the lazy hippies, wimpy sandal- 
wearing environmentalists, shit-disturbing black 
rights campaigners and, the most one dimensional 
stereotype of all, the bra-burning, sex-hating 
feminazis — a label almost diametrically opposed to 
everything Friedan believed in. 

Coupled with internal infighting, this creeping 
historical rewrite is particularly destructive for those 
generations of women who did not experience third- 
wave - let alone second-wave — feminism firsthand 
and have no notion of the gains their mothers and 
grandmothers made. For them feminism’s legacy 
was the jarring hyperbole between warring feminist 
factions, and the lingering — somewhat embarrassing 
— media stereotype of hairy-legged fanaticism. 

As Katha Pollitt noted in The Nation, “If you ever 
doubt how successful feminism was, try teaching The 
Feminine Mystique to young women. You might as 
well be teaching Jane Austen. The way you'd have 
to explain about curates and entailed estates, you 
have to tell them how women dressed up to go to 
the supermarket, how magazines obsessed about the 
fragile male ego and how dropping out of college 
to get married was indulgently viewed because you 
weren't going to use your education anyway. The 
vast American obliviousness that shrouds, in a kind 
of Gothic mist, everything that happened before 
last Tuesday has swallowed up the system of laws, 
practices and understandings Friedan described." 

Not only are people less inclined to join tarnished 
social movements for a cause they can't remember, 
many appear unable to function in movements full 
stop. Whether it's the isolating childhoods spent in an 
electronic environment or the malign influence of a 
*me first? culture, people are less comfortable with the 
personal interactions needed to build a movement. 

In the largest demonstration in UK history, the 

two million anti-war marchers on London's streets 
remained defiantly isolated — holding mass-produced 
placards stating *Not in My Name." Even in a 
crowd of two million we felt alone. 

This crisis of confidence and community coincides 
with a critical juncture when many are already on 
the defensive about one of feminism's key successes: 
abortion. With the rise of neoconservatism this 
issue's tone changed from pro-abortion to pro-choice, 
and the resulting nomenclature has infected the other 








social movements too, reframing environmentalism, 
black rights and civil justice issues in terms of 
the individual. 

Public rights have been replaced by personal 
choices. Don't have a right to clean air, pure water 
and a future for your children? Then choose 
composting, recycling and growing your own veggies 
organically. Worked out that having it all — a career 
and family — isn’t all it’s cracked up to be? Then take 
your right to choose, give up that career and stay at 
home with the kids, the cost of childcare was killing 
you anyway. Black? Then you'll probably “choose” a 
second-rate education, exponentially higher exposure 
to violent crime and a diet that will make you sick. 
And while you're at it why not settle in the poorest, 
nastiest ward of New Orleans? Go ahead, it's your 
choice. This reframing of the debate, to cripple the 
very power of a movement by shaking it down from 
masses in search of a universal right to individuals 
with private decisions to take, was a masterstroke by 
the Right, because if you pit the little guy against an 
institution the institution will always win. 

We stopped working together for reform and 
are now being forced to conform, dying deaths of 
a thousand choices. But it's not too late. In the 
words of Roberta Lynch, “Movements do not 
simply get born, flourish and die. They go forward 
and are beaten back. They retreat, regroup and 
advance again." 

There's a widespread assumption that, simply 
because we live in a world once touched by 
feminism, everything we do is magically imbued with 
its glow. But it doesn’t work that way. Right now the 
consumer trance that ensnared Friedan’s classmates 
is stronger than ever: eight-year-olds wear knickers 
with “Babe” emblazoned on the crotch, post- 
feminists get empowering bikini waxes, Paris Hilton 
is an ironic role model, and we have earned the right 
to watch TV shows where strippers in nipple tassels 
tell us how to lap-dance our men to orgasm. 

We have been distracted by personal rather than 
political empowerment and dragged low by the 
constant blandishments of a culture that tells us the 
only path to empowerment is through shopping, 
plastic surgery and pandering to the so-called ironic 
fantasies of chortling men. Feminists, black rights 
campaigners, environmentalists and activists of all 
creeds, it’s time to get angry all over again. 





Maria Hampton 
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The culmination of thousands of years of aesthetic evolution? 
Or a flaw in modern civilization? 





орк Tin MO 4 ACHING NINNE IHE: 


He was a man so consumed by ulterior motives, that not even in the 
throws of his rarest compassion could he gather the slightest pinch of 
a wholesome lesson. He could not soften that hardened, bitter shell, 
where many rings were marked by outright hatred and dirty function. 
This is what lived inside him, and it lived inside his every bone. 

First there came confusion, then perversion and sickly laughter at 
the walls of every room within his experience. Then there came the 
monstrous armies of hideous and steadfastly wicked thoughts, and it 
was this place inside him where the most fiendish tyrant was born. 

I fear, with every quick twitch of myself, that even in his death, 

I should not escape the seeds which he has planted within me, deep 
and rooted somewhere inside me, in some dark cavernous place. For 
I knew him, and was taught certain things by him. Those seeds which 
he gave me were sweet in their youth, yet they grow sour and wild 
the older my own bones become. To have ever spent a single breath 
with him is to become marked and riddled with this illness. All of 
this becomes inescapable within the smallest of moments. As for 

me, I have spent my whole life in his closed, hellish quarters. I have 
succumbed to a thousand breaths and a thousand protrusions. 

I can say, however, that I still whisper to clear, frigid skies, and stop 
to consume every flower, every smile and randy suitor. I try, with every 
pulse which is not reserved for his work, to change myself, to walk a 
path which he knows not of. I am not foolish enough to think now 
that I should escape it, escape what he has given me, and yet I still 
feel it necessary to turn from dark, ulterior things. I shall resist what 
has been ingrained in me until my brain has grown too small for such 
things. Until then, I shall always whisper to those frigid skies, and 
consume those flowers, those smiles and those suitors. And I hope 
that when my day of judgment comes, I should be without sense or 
sensory, for I shall be punished by some wholesome, good thing. 

Thomas Kratz 
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YEARS AFTER DOROTHY THOMPSON SAID, “ONLY 
when we are no longer afraid do we begin to live,” 
Eliza Strickland makes the same point in her article 
“Unafraid” in the November/December 2005 issue 
of Adbusters. While Strickland writes about her 
sister's fear of the possibility of another terrorist 
attack on New York City, she points out that those 
who live in fear will miss out on so much in life. 

Fear can be caused by anything from childhood 
experiences to terrorist attacks. During my 
childhood, I nearly drowned at a beach because 
of the tides. As a result of that incident, I am now 
afraid of being dunked or even swimming under 
water. My friend has a fear of throwing up. I find it 
very strange, but ever since she had a bad episode 
at Taco Bell, she has never been able to hear, talk 
about, or see vomit. My boyfriend has a phobia of 
snakes and my friend Derek has a phobia of spiders. 
Even though it’s interesting how my friends’ fears are 
comical to me, I will never understand how it affects 
them. And our fears don’t affect our daily lives the 
way those of Strickland's sister do — as a victim of the 
September 11th attacks who is afraid to go outside 
her apartment on certain occasions. 

The most unfortunate effect of fear is that it forces 
us to miss the opportunity to do great things. By 
having too much fear of someone or something, 
people overlook the good, simple things in life. 

For example, while my friends are playing around 
in the pool or waves, I am cautiously paddling or 
doing the breast stroke through the water to make 
sure my head doesn’t go under. And if Derek and 
my boyfriend ever happened to be at the pet store 








| or the zoo, they'll miss out on the chance to see the 


awesome creatures in the reptile room. 

These missed opportunities, however, may not 
be as significant as those of Strickland’s sister. I was 
struck by Strickland’s description of the New York 
City black out; how her sister ran to her husband’s 
office and sat there in a state of fright. But for 
Strickland the event would have been a wonderful 
opportunity to see a New York City sunset that 
wasn’t competing with the lights from the office 
towers. I totally agreed with her attitude: “I would 
have stayed out till dawn, I would have walked the 
island from end to end. I would have left roses on 
the crumpled suit jackets of the stranded commuters 
sleeping on the sidewalks and benches. And I would 
have sucked up every ounce of the moonlight, 
because the poor moon is usually so lost in that 
landscape.” What an amazing experience. It’s sad to 
think that her sister missed out on all that because of 
her fear of terrorists. 

It seems to me that concentrating on the fear of 
being attacked or killed will only bring Strickland's 
sister closer to death because of the stress that she 
will inflict on herself. If only she could take her 
sister’s attitude, she could enjoy life to the fullest, 
ready for any situation, whether it be positive or 
negative, expected or unexpected. Strickland’s 
conclusion says it all, “There’s plenty to be afraid 
of, should you choose to focus on it.” What do you 
choose to focus on? 

Monique D. HACKERT 
Strawberry Plains, USA 


Вет You Самт STOP THINKING — 
EVEN For TEN SECONDS 


=> Modern life is an anxious whirl of mental exhaustion, circling self-doubt and 
worrying chains of thought that just won't let go. 

But what if we're thinking too much? According to Dutch psychologists at the 
University of Amsterdam, obsessive angst increases the likelihood of making a 
poor decision. 

In order to test their theory of "deliberation without attention" researchers 
employed distractions such as puzzles and simple tasks to compare the decision- 
making abilities of volunteers using unconscious verses conscious thought. 

For simple tasks, conscious thought was best, with a 55 percent success rate 
compared to 40 percent for less honed reasoning. But when a problem was more 
fiendish, the unconscious mind's 60 percent success rate delivered better results 
than focused thought which enabled people to make the right choice only a quarter 
of the time - no better than choosing at random. 

Author Dr. Ap Dijksterhuis said his findings confounded the accepted scientific 
wisdom of conscious deliberation by suggesting it really could be better to “sleep on” 
big decisions. That is, if you can switch off that whirl of worry for long enough. 


START POPPING, STOP SHOPPING 


=> Hope is on the way for consumption junkies, who will soon be able to shop 
‘til they рор... а new pill from Big Pharma. 

Nalmefene, an opioid antagonist originally developed to counter narcotics and 
treat alcoholism, has found a new addiction to treat: compulsive consumption. Some 
may ask whether that needs to be cured, but Finnish drug firm BioTie Therapies 
thinks it does, and has recruited 2,000 patients to test Nalmefene's ability to quash 
the rush of feel-good brain chemicals associated with dependency. 

Martin Zack, of the Center for Addiction and Mental Health, said addictive behavior 
is a medical condition just like any other, such as heart disease. 

Thus, shopping has been upgraded from being a mere “bad habit” to a “treatable 
condition.” But don’t blame the psychiatrists, behavioral analysts, neurologists and 
endocrinologists, they're only doing their job. For every pill, one must have an ill. 





TRADITIONAL MEDICAL WISDOM 


THE FAIRER SEX? 


- William Congreve was wrong, 
Hell, apparently, hath no fury like a 
man scorned. 

Researchers using new brain imaging 
techniques at University College London 
uncovered neurological evidence of a 
sharp difference between the sexes 
when it comes to schadenfreude, the 
gain of personal pleasure or amusement 
from another's suffering. 

Scientists shone a spotlight on one 
of humanity's darkest emotions by 
playing a trick on 32 volunteers, After 
gambling with other subjects played by 
actors who either cheated or played fair, 
volunteers sat inside a scanner capable 
of taking a rapid series of snapshots 
of brain activity, while being shown 
footage of the fair and cheating players 
receiving electric shocks. 

Brain areas linked to empathy and 
pain lit up in both sexes if the person 
in pain had played fair. But if the actor 
had cheated, the response differed. 
Women's brains still lit up in a way that. 
suggested empathy, albeit weakened, 
for the cheater. But that response was 
switched off in men, to be replaced 
by something more akin to pleasure — 

a surge of activity in the brain's reward 
center. 


ащ» in a bid to head off what it calls "bio-piracy,” the Indian government is footing the bill for a massive 








digital encyclopedia of the nation’s traditional medical wisdom. New Delhi is optimi: 


ic that the Traditional 


Knowledge Digital Library, as it has been dubbed, will place ancient medical systems like ayurveda squarely 
in the public domain and out of the hands of anyone seeking to patent that knowledge for financial gain. 
The fear of commercialization is by no means unfounded. In the last decade, India has fought US and 
European patents on everything from turmeric to the neem tree and yoga sequences. The new multi-lingual 
database is seen as a way of legally establishing “prior existing knowledge” status, making the traditional 


treatments ineligible for patents in most countries. 


Already over two-thirds complete and weighing in at 11 million pages, the hefty database will include 





treatments from dozens of ancient texts, translated into Japanese, Englis 


, German, French and Spanish. 


With hundreds of traditional doctors, patent experts and technical staff involved, the project is expected to 
cost over $2 million - a bargain compared to the millions that India has already dedicated to protecting its 


traditional knowledge in the world’s courts. 


Clayton Dach 
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“One must, it is true, forgive one’s enemies — but not before they have been hanged.” 
— Sigmund Freud quotating Heinrich Heine 


LADY VENGEANCE, THE THIRD AND LAST INSTALLMENT 
of Park Chan-Wook’s trilogy of revenge films, 
includes a scene in which a group of middle-aged 
parents convene in a freezing, abandoned classroom 
to confront a huge dilemma. Lady Vengeance, a.k.a. 
Geum-Ja (played by a formidable Lee Yeong-Ae), has 
just captured the man who had kidnapped and killed 
their children r5 years earlier. She presents the grief- 
stricken parents with two options: hand the killer 
over to the police; or go with the more speedy and 
“personalized” alternative, taking revenge into their 
own hands with the assortment of torture weapons 
that Geum-Ja has assembled. 

The parents opt for the more 
personalized option, but only after 
a thorough and lengthy discussion. 

At what point does rightful punishment 
become illegitimate revenge? One 
mother, who opts for the second 
choice, mutters bitterly, “If we left it 
up to [the police], there’d be nothing 
but never-ending trials.” Two fathers 
argue heatedly over whether they 
would feel more guilt by punishing the 
man who killed their children, or by 
letting him go unscathed into prison. 
During the debate of what to do with 
the killer — who is made to hear every 
word - the movie turns into something 
of an autopsy, with its various characters poking, 
prodding, and studying the anatomy of a dead 
subject: justice. 

What is justice? Is it for a victim to forgive, or for 
the aggressor to show remorse? Is it corporal, legal or 
monetary in nature? These are some of the questions 
raised in Lady Vengeance, and the movie offers no 
easy answers. While director Park Chan-Wook's 
sympathy for the victims is evident throughout, the 
film remains true to his view that revenge — no matter 
how well-deserved — is ultimately powerless to heal 
the wounds of the past. "Revenge will do nothing 
to bring back what you have lost," Park asserts. 





in Civilization and its Discontents 


“It’s quite a simple concept . . . but adults, and even 
whole states, seem compelled to engage in these acts 
of vengeance." The kidnapping of children, recurrent 
in his trilogy, represents the devastating loss that can 
set entire nations on a harrowing course of revenge 
and self-destruction. 

The basis for Geum-Ja’s character comes from a 
real-life kidnapping of a young boy by a pregnant 
woman in her twenties and Lady Vengeance takes 
an uncomfortably close look at what drives ordinary 
people to commit extraordinary crimes. Laced 
with black humour, the film zeroes in like a laser 
on the ailments of modern society: eroding family 
structures, distrust of the justice system, 
and obsession with material wealth. 
Geum-Ja, a teenage mother, is forced 
by her guardian to confess to crimes 
that she did not commit. The victims’ 
families are speechless upon discovering 
that their children had been kidnapped 
and ransomed so that the killer could 
raise money to buy ~ a yacht. 

Lady Vengeance makes its timely 
North American release as right-wing 
governments drum up support for 
tougher crime laws and as South Korea 
prepares to abolish its death penalty. 

In the movie, the fine line between 
crime and punishment becomes 
infinitely blurred, as victims take on the traits of 
the very killer they seek to destroy. At the movie's 
climax, a pale-faced mother whispers to the culprit: 
*You seem like a normal person." Lady Vengeance 
reveals the potential of monsters to be *normal" 
human beings, and vice versa. The challenge is in 
recognizing this humanity before hanging them. 


Jenny Uechi is a freelance writer/translator and editor 
at Ricepaper magazine . 


Lady Vengeance will be released in North American 
theaters in May. 


"MUST 


ANYONE PASSING THROUGH THE WESTERN SECTIONS 
of New York State up through southwestern Ontario 
will have noticed a thick series of dolomite cliffs 
known as the Niagara Escarpment. Although the 
dramatic geological phenomenon's focal point 

- Niagara Falls ~ has become a newlywed tourist 
monstrosity, the rest of the escarpment houses the 
most biologically diverse ecosystem in the province. 
And local residents like Canadian songstress Sarah 
Harmer want to keep it that way. 

Harmer’s latest album, I’m A Mountain, is centered 
on the current land-use conflict in the Southern 
Ontario section of the escarpment, where she grew 
up. The album, her fourth, is a musical departure 
from the pop/rock sound of previous efforts. The 
decidedly downbeat, folk/bluegrass sound lends itself 
nicely to the eco-friendly themes infused into the 
record. The intimacy of tracks like “I am Aglow” 
and Dolly Parton’s “He will be Waiting for Me” 
captures the organic feeling of back-porches and 
campfires, but the highlight is “Escarpment Blues,” 

a protest against the excavation of the escarpment 
by the aggregate industry. “If they blow a hole in my 
backyard,” Harmer writes, “the creeks won’t flow 
to the Great Lake below / Will the water in the wells 
still be okay?” 

Proceeds from the single are earmarked for PERL 
(Protecting Escarpment Rural Land), a group that 
opposes the expansion of quarries gouging the 
landscape. In addition to political lobbying and 





awareness raising, PERL keeps the aggregate industry 
in check by tracking water and blasting reports and 
truck-trafficking details. Harmer and others also 
remind public officials that UNESCO recognized the 
escarpment as a World Biosphere Reserve in 1990. 
As the singer told Blackspot Music “we cannot allow 
this to happen to our best remaining natural land in 
a World Biosphere.” Although butting heads with a 
powerful industry can feel overwhelming, she says 
that “the campaign has it’s own energy, and the work 
is very compelling.” 

Harmer's activism extends beyond her concern 
for the escarpment. She contributed to GASCD 
— a fundraising album to highlight the social and 
environmental impact of corporate globalization 
— and to offset the environmental impact of her 
“Save the Escarpment” tour, she purchased wind 
power certificates. Though she humbly considers 
the move a “token gesture,” Harmer does see it is 
“a straightforward way to financially contribute to 
building the renewable energy/wind sector and help 
offset the amount of toxic pollutants that are created 
transporting me and my band from theater, to hotel, 
and home again.” 


Brian Highley 
For more information on Sarah Harmer, check out 


<www.sarahharmer.com>. For more information on 
PERL, check out www.perlofburlington.org 
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А GAY SPIDER-MAN? A FASCIST ARCHIE? A ZOMBIE 
Hulk? A savagely puking Gromit? Has the world 
gone mad? 
Everywhere I look I’m assaulted by subverted pop 
culture imagery. There’s “Wallace and Vomit” on 
the cover of Mad Kids magazine. All manner of 
drooling cannibal superhero mayhem ripping the 
Marvel universe a new arsehole. And then there's the 
amazing work of Jay Pinkerton. 

Pinkerton isn't the first copyright-flouting scofflaw 
to come up with the idea 
of putting new words into 
other folks’ speech bubbles. 
But he might well be the 
funniest. On his website, 
<jaypinkerton.com>, you'll 
find the Punisher blasting 
the chimney that raped his 
bear father, male cops licking 
each others’ faces to summon 
Spider-Man, and Spider-Man 
telling the Punisher, *If I catch 
you, I’m going to fuck you.” Top stuff. 

Of course this nonsense all started with those 
crazy situationists back in the 1960s. They called 
it détournement - stealing mainstream culture and 
subverting it by turning it into something funnier 
and smarter. 

Like the work of Dead Kennedys' artist Winston 
Smith. Or the comic strip Leeds United Against 
the Nazis in which Jon Langford (guitarist for alt- 
country band the Mekons) collaged British soccer 
players smashing Nazi tiger tanks. Or the comic that 
had Tintin leading an anarchist revolution. Then 
there was the punky Fascist fanzine in which Archie 
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and chums got up to all kinds of neo-Nazi fun. 

And of course there's the work of artists like 
Barbara Kruger. But the situationists who invented 
détournement also warned about the dangers of 
"recuperation." This is when the Man tries to steal 
the subverted culture back. 

This brings us to the Marvel Zombies comic 
— which is jaw-droppingly awesome. All the Marvel 
superheroes — Thor, Iron Man, Captain America, 
Spider-Man, etc. — have turned into psychotic flesh- 
eating zombies who basically 
just eat everybody on the fucking 
planet. Because they can. And 
because they're hungry. At one 
point our flesh-crazed heroes even 
discuss figuring out where Congress 
and the president are hiding so 
they can dig them out and eat 
them as well. Which is kinda 
ironic given that zombies are the 
perfect metaphor for Bush's neocon 
nightmare dog-eat-dog vision 
for America. 

Zombies knocks Jay Pinkerton's inspired parodies 
into a cocked hat. And eats them. It's quite possibly 
the most subversive comic ever published — the irony 
being that it’s published by Marvel and therefore not 
subversive at all. Zombies is “recuperation” cubed 
on stilts. 

The superhero-satire bar has been raised. The Man 
is kicking punk arse. 


Steven Wells writes for The Guardian, FourFourTwo, 
and the Philadelphia Weekly, where this piece first 
appeared. 
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AN ERAI 


y What! | design needs 


is; ¡ten years / Aradical new aesthetic vision by Adbusters founder Kalle Lasn, Design Anarchy takes ап 
[of total turmoil... unflinching look at contemporary art and design, implicating its seemingly innocuous 
: SET practices in-crimes against our culture and our planet. Equal parts memoir, manifesto, 
fuck-it-ai E anarchy... scrapbook and revolutionary design manual, this book is an urgent call for artists, Р 
after that im n designers, architects and communicators to re-engage with the world, to explore their 
{ mean aybe it will role in the pollution and future redemption of our mental and physical commons. 
*— Somethin, 5 z E s 
ПЕ again... In the battle for a new kind of meaning, Design Anarchyis 400 pages without precedent. 
stand for 
Usomething again 
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JA 7. For this installment, we take you on a capsule tour of the history of Adbusters— the ideas and people — 7 
that started it all, and the trials and tribulations of discovering a non-commercial magazine language. fi 
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STUDIES SHOW THE 
FOLLOWING REASONS WHY | | 


f PEOPLE BUY MAGAZINES 
\ ON THE NEWSTAND: 
Table of Contents: 10% 
Name or Brand: 1596 
Cover Itself: 7596 
































We were a bunch of burnt-out activists tired of environmentalism, feminism and all 
of the other -isms. We felt that all these movements had peaked long ago, that they 
had become stagnant and now belonged to history. And we were disillusioned with the 
political left as a whole — quite a braye notion in the early 1990s, when anyone who 
dared to badmouth the left was immediately expelled from the fold. 


We yearned for something new. Culture kept popping up in our brainstorms. Culture 
was exciting. Who creates it? Who controls it? We had this nasty feeling that "we the 
peoplé" were slowly but surely losing our power to sing the songs and tell the stories and 
generate our culture from the bottom up. More and more, the stories were being fed to 
us top-down by TV networks, ad agencies and corporations "with something to sell as 
well as to tell." This idea that we may be witnessing a cultural coup d'état mesmerized 
us. Had we stumbled onto the next great social activist movement? After the civil rights 
movement, after women's liberation, and after the environmental movement, perhaps 
the next great social movement would be culture jamming — taking the storytelling, 
culture-generating power back from commercial and corporate forces. 


We were a visually driven bunch. 1 was an experimental and documentary filmmaker, 
Bill Schmalz was a wilderness cinernatographer, and many others were photographers, 
illustrators, designers. We were all sick of that old lefty magazine mold (still alive and 
kicking today) in which page after page of heavy texttexttexttext is taken for granted, 
and you thank your lucky stars if a cartoon is thrown in every now and again. We dreamt 
of a new kind of lefty rag – a slick-subversive mindbomb full of intimate epiphanies, 
geopolitical insights and ad hominem attacks; a magazine that would fire up the 
political activist scene with graphic punch and unflinching works of art. 


We had no intention of running ads (with a name like Adbusters who would want to buy 
our space anyway?) but all of the advisors and consultants we talked to warned us not to 
go that route. | remember one crusty old industry pro getting all worked up over a bottle 
of Aussie red shouting, “Go ahead, you fucking idiot . . . but | warn you, within a year 
you'll be a burned out wreck, you'll have a garage full of unsold magazines . . . everyone 
will start deserting you like.rats jumping off a sinking ship. Eventually you won't be 
able to make your mortgage payments, your wife will divorce you and you'll regret this 
stupidity for the rest of your life.” 











The flow in the first few issues of Adbusters was achieved by laying all the spreads and 
articles side by side over a half-dozen picnic tables. We would walk around the room, 
moving pages and spreads and bits of paper around the tables until, as the deadline neared, 
you could walk from the first table to the last without feeling any emotional bumps or 
conceptual discontinuities. 


A year later we moved to a smaller basement and started using a three-hole binder full of 
plastic sleeves. Instead of moving pages around picnic tables, we juggled sleeves around 
the mockup. This turned out to be one of our finest innovations. Photographs, blocks of text 
and any scraps of scribbled-on paper could be easily slipped in and out of the sleeves, while 
comments could be hand-written right on the plastic with a grease pencil. Many people 
could contribute simultaneously to the creative flow, slipping in their suggestions and brain 
waves while checking out what the others had done. Flipping though the mockup you could 
feel — physically feel – the reader's final experience of negotiating your magazine, a visceral 
sense of the final product. 
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Adbusters 


For the first seven or eight years we didn't shine. Despite all of our anger, 
guts and passion, Adbusters looked pretty drab. An occasional spoof ad would 
cause a shiver of excitement. An occasional piece of writing would hit the mark. 
Yet we were half of a million dollars in the red. 


“Y A breakthrough came when Chris Dixon joined as art director. He taught us а 
few tricks and what a certain level of feinschmeck could do. 


In 1998 Chris and | visited Tibor Kalman in New York. We showed him the 
First Things First Manifesto that we had reprinted. He said we should do it 
again. First Things First 2000, in our Autumn 1999 issue (827), managed 
to prick the conscience of designers all over the world. 
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Another leap forward happened in 2001 when Jonathan Barnbrook guest art-directed 
the Design Anarchy issue (#37). After that some of the most preeminent artists in the 
world like Cindy Sherman, Jeff Wall, Damien Hirst, Jeff Koons, James Victore, Andre 

Serrano, and Pipilotti Rist started contributing their work, often free of charge. 


+ 22 


It was not until the Battle of Seattle that our magazine really started taking off 

Our circulation soared to 120,000. Suddenly we had money to burn and we burned 
it good. | thought, “My god, we've finally done it – we've finally got ourselves a slick- 
subversive rag.” 


Then s.11 happened. Perversely, that became our high point. We grabbed stuff from 
all over the charged-up mindscape and, for the first time, an issue gelled from cover 
to cover in a seamless gestalt. 


How To CREATE A NON-COMMERCIAL MAGAZINE AESTHETIC 
[AND SuRVIVE WITHOUT AD REVENUE] 


ADBUSTERS: 
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FIRST YOU KILL THE PAGE NUMBERS 
because they just disrupt the flow 





THEN YOU KILL THE TABLE OF CONTENTS 
because it's the signature of commercial compartmentalization 





THEN YOU KILL THE DECKS & HEADS 
because, in a seamless flow, there are no beginnings 





THEN YOU TAKE SOME OF THE LETTERS TO THE EDITOR AND SPRINKLE THEM THROUGHOUT 
(a very democratic move) 


сс There is something deeply suffocating about life 
today in the prosperous west. Bourgeoisification, 
the suburbanisation of the soul, proceeds at 
unnerving pace. Tyranny beco 















subservient, and soft totalitari pn as YEAR'S END, ALL 
obsequious as a wine waiter. Nothing is allowed ^ CORNERS OF THIS 
to distress and unsettle us. The politics of the. FLOATING WORLD, SWEPT 


playgroup rules us all. -BASHO 
— 1.6. Ballard 9) 9 





YOU COLLECT INSPIRING QUOTES AND BITS OF TEXT FROM ALL OVER AND PLACE 
THEM INTO YOUR MOCKUP LIKE PIECES IN A JIGSAW PUZZLE 


HE 
NVIRONMENT 





YOU USE PAGE-SIZED PUNCTUATION TO SMOOTH OUT CONCEPTUAL DISCONTINUITIES 
(as if your magazine were one long sentence) 


Closing The Door 





YOU RIP THEM UP AND USE THEM AS BACKDROP 
(a neat reversal of capitalist appropriation) 





AS THE DEADLINE APPROACHES, YOU START WRITING & DOODLING (pissing) ALL OVER THE MOCKUP of 
—> looking for ways to meld pic&text together into a stream-of-consciousness 


—> getting spread after spread to magically hang together in a kind of meta-language of concept & mood 
—> creating longer and longer narratives until your whole mockup gels into 
one big story that reads like a comic book from cover to cover . . e @ 
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DESIGN ANARCHY 


IS AVAILABLE NOW AT 
<WWW-ADBUSTERS.OR6>. 


So this is it. Your life. Nothing you imagined it would it be. It’s not terrible, not 
mortifying, not utterly painful. You have everything you need. Yet something’s 
missing. The gap between you, nature and community grows wider. You can order 
in. You can be a hermit. You can live any delusion your mind can conjure. You can 
lie, cheat and steal. You can dismiss the pleasantries of life and instead focus on 
the ugliness. You can fail to master contentment with what is. You can masturbate 
and pay your bills late. You can consume Aspartame and support the tobacco 
industry. You can neglect your partner. You can hate where you live and go to 
work everyday and resent it. You can feel sorry for yourself, wish you had a better 
a wardrobe, envy the pretty girls with expensive shoes, and hate men for running 
the world. This is the winter of our discontent. 


NOEL LINDQUIST 





via email 
I see the progressive growth My name is Mark and I’m 21 years old. 
of apathy within our western When I was 13, I started getting made fun 
society. I see people's of at school. I developed an anxiety disorder. 
overwhelming tendency to I was on various forms of anti-depressant and 
minimize the brilliance of each = ; PET 
moment. I think the key to life is anti-anxiety medication for several years and 
to realize that there will never be it never really helped. I’ve been off medication 
another you, and because there for four to five years. I dropped out of high 
will never be another human school in grade ten and never went back. In 
who could experience the world June 2005, I quit my job at a bookstore and 
through a subjective lens quite haven’t worked since, nor do I have the slightest 
ike you can, that each of us bit of E k in.I d 
are essentially living art making it o£ motivation to work again. 4 spend my 
history. Boredom is a sickness. days listening to independent music, watching 
I urge you to not waste time, foreign films, browsing the internet and not 
but rather charge straight fucking much else. I am so lost to the world and 1 don't 
ahead at life itself. know what to do about it. 


DARREN BENNETT 


Powell River, Canada MARK DIGIOVANNI 


Woodbridge, Canada 


I love my life and I swear by the power of dreams. Here’s one of mine, something 
I wrote down two years ago in one of my sketchbooks: 

“Painted walls, hardwood floors. Goodwill furniture. Cobalt blue, pink, deep 
yellow, spring green, cream. Light shining through things hanging in front of 
windows. Faded, patina, hand-polished. Take all the time you need. Lots of 
treats: muffins, cinnamon buns, lemon squares, Nanaimo bars and warm apples 
crisp with vanilla soy ice-cream, many vegan, organic ingredients, fairly traded. 
Adbusters, Utne Reader, The Guardian . . . anything that wakes people up and 
gives them hope. Old jazz, blues, R&B, soul, funk, reggae, music from Africa, the 
Americas, the Middle East . . . community radio. In the air? Poetry and politics. 
Love and action. Desire and possibility. Zen and pleasure. Passion. Connectivity. 
Peace. Dialogue. Change. Spread the word." 

Cool, huh? 

REBECCA GIBBINS 
Toronto, Canada 


| y do we bagin do Live 


lama 28-year-old woman As I was going to Work the other day, 

Н ; : an interesting little incident occurred. 
struggling to find Iny place in this Someone walking in front of me got my 
culture. My e to escape attention as he looked like an almost 
my predestined life of blue-collar, am stereotype of a крш 

+ 1 oasting an amazing amount о corporate 
angry, Detroit fighter girl have left logos on him while greedily devouring 
me confident that I can overcome the contents of a McDonald's bag. Before 
hardships and choose the life I I managed to think any further, he took 
want to live. Yet, at the same time, a bag of chips and gave it to a homeless 

Е uy who often sat by the same place, 
feel old, confused b h s ^ 
I feel old, confused by everything while I — the Adbusters reader, recycle 
and everyone around me, not sure freak, anti-globalization warrior, etc. 
at all what that life really is. — passed by him numb and in a sense 


untouched. Immediately I realized how 
relative morality is. 


ROXANNE BANTA 


via email FIL IEROPOULOS 
London, UK 
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Don’t do unto others 
what you don’t want 
others to do unto you. 


s. Within your reach.” 





